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To SusscriBers, 

The Kighth Volume of the Solicitors’ Journal, and Twelfth 
Volume of the Weekly Reporter, are now complete, 
and can be expeditiously bound at the office—Cloth, 
2s. 6d. ; Half Law Calf, 4s. 6d. 

The Subscription to the Solicitors’ Journal is—Town, 26s. ; 
Country, 28s., with the Weekly Reporter, 52s. Payment 
in advance includes Double Numbers and Postaye. 
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LONDON, NOVEMBER 5, 1864. 
———~—_—-- 

Tae Banquet To M. Berryer, announced in our last,* 
will take place on Tuesday, November 8, in the Milde 
Temple Hall. The Attorney-General will preside. 

If APPEARS, as we suggested last week, that the 








alleged irregularities on the part of the official assignees, 


and messengers of the Court of Bankruyttey,.into which 
an inquiry has been instituted by the Lord Cltancellor, 
arose from a difference of opinion between those officers 
and their assistants as to a most important point of law 
with reference to the dues to which they are legally en- 
titled, and not from any intentional wrong-doing; in 
short, it now appears that the question simply relates to 
fees retained on account of bankruptcies pending at the 
time when the new Act came into operation, Mr. Com- 
missioner Ayrton and his colleague maintain that the re- 
gulations of the new Actat once superseded those of the old 
one ; the accused officers, on the contrary, contend that, 
in cases pending at the time when the new Act passed, 
they were entitled to a portion of the fees assigned to 
them by the old Act. Until this question shall have 
been settled by competent authority, it would be pre- 
mature to discuss the personal conduct of the officials in 
question; but this, at any rate, must be manifest, that a 
grievous wrong has been done to gentlemen who, if 
wrong, were dona fide mistaken, by the manner in which 
their ease has been prejudged both by public speakers 
and in the press. It ought not, moreover, to he for- 
gotten that the question at issue is little more than 
whether certain proceeds of fees levied on bankrupts’ 
estates shall be retained by official assignees, or paid 
over to the Court fund. “In cither case,” as the Leeds 
Intelligencer remarks, “the eagles have a certain pro- 
portion of the remains, and it is the remains of the re- 
mains only that fall to the unlucky creditors, who may 
look on with rueful indifference while the parent bird 
calls upon its offspring to disgorge.” Now, it appears 
from Mr. Lewis’s evidence before the committee of the 
House of Commons, referred to elsewhere in our 
columns, that the Court of Bankruptey is now solvent, 
and therefore, if the funds of that Court are to reccive 
this large sum of money additional, there can be no 
reason Why the fees levied in bankruptey cases should 
not be reduced. It is, in fact, the whole system that 
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requires to be reformed. The practice appears to have 
heen for each official to make his charges according to 
any scale which he may have thought himself entitled 
to adopt, and to get the work done as cheaply as he 
could, thus making a profit of the transaction. For in- 
stance, the cost of stationery required for inventories 
was in one case estimated at a shilling per inventory, 
sud charges were made for refreshment in excess of the 
money actually paid; and these charges were, with full 
knowledge of the facts, passed by the registrar on tax- 
ation, though, it is said, “ with some scruples.” This all 
shows conclusively that the fault does not lie exclu- 
sively or mainly with individuals—it is the whole 
system that calls for investigation and amendment. 
The fact is, that the Court meddles too much with the 
details of the winding-up of a bankrupt’s estate. The 
legitimate functions of a Court of Bankruptcy are judicial, 
and the more this is recognised the better. It is for 
the Court to sit in judgment upon the bankrupt, to 
secure his estate, and to hand the same over to are 
creditors; but; it is for them, when thus in possession, to 
realjze ang glivide,the same amongst themselves. Thus, 
and thus only, can estates be cheaply and effectively 
wound-up, and, with that system properly at work, a 
single judge, or two at most, could well do all that 
would have to be done by the Court, more efficiently, 
and at less cost to the creditors and the public, than is 
entailed by the present “ ofticialism.” 

In A CASE which was heard in the Sheriffy Court, 
before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, on the 1st instant, the 
defendant, in answer to an action for rent, pleaded that 
she was a married woman. The plaintiff denied the 
marriage, stating that the person claimed as the husband 
of the defendant was the brother of her first husband. 
Subsequently it was proved that the second husband 
was the half-brother of the first husband—that is to say, 
they had the same father, but not the same mother. 
Seeing that all regulations forbidding marriage within 
certain degrees are clearly for the purpose of prevent- 
ing incestuous marriages, there can be little doubt that 
from this view, and for this purpose, a brother of the 
half-blood is as much a brother as one of the whole 
blood, and that the learned commissioner was right in 
deciding that the defendant was not a married woman. 


Tuer Sevect Commirres of the House of Commons on 
the Patent Office, among other things considered the 
question of the site for the erection of the office, library, 
and museum. After fully considering the advantages 
and disadvantages of the various sites recommended by 
various witnesses, the committee reported in favour of 
the neighbourhood of Chancery-lane. We heartily 
rejoice in this determination. The site in Chancery-lane 
is the block of land occupied by old and dilapidated 
houses, and surrounded by Southampton-buildings, 
Chancery-lane, Cursitor- street, and Took’s-court. It is 
mnost convenieutly placed, being in close proximity to 
the Law Courts, the Lins of Court, and the new Recerd 
Office. Another sile, immediately adjoining this, wes 
also suggested; it extends to the north side of the Record 
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Office. The committee add, “Should the ame for con- 
centrating all the law courts in the neighbourhood of 
Chancery-lane be carried into effect, it will afford an ad- 
ditional argument in favour of either site. The cost of 
the first-named site, amounting to 5,878 yards, was 
estimated at £205,000.” We hope that neither old asso- 
ciations, nor local nor class interests, will long delay the 
concentration of all the public offices relating to the ad- 
ministration of the law into one place. 

ONE OF THE DIFFICULTIES in administering cab law 
was exemplified in the Southwark Police Court, where 
the driver of a Hansom cab was swmmoned for demand- 
ing and receiving more than his legal fare, and with 
using insulting language. The defendant stated that he 
had only one cab, and that was a four-wheeler, and that 
he was not the driver of the cabin question, The plain- 
tiff swore positively to the number of the cab in which 
he rode, but he had neglected to take the number of the 
driver’s badge ; and it was shown that a number of men 
who have lost their licences are driving cabs about with 
false or forged plates on, and they copy the legal number. 
“ Bishoping” the plates is the name given to this new 
trick. Mr. Woolrych dismissed the summons, advising 
the defendant to take means to discover the man who 
had forged his plate. If this practice is so common as 
was alleged, the public who ride in cabs are liable to be 
deprived of their proper remedy against extortion or 
abuse, and, under the circumstances, the only course is 
for the hirer, in case of an attempt at extortion, to tender 
what he knows to be the legal tare, and so leave the 
cabman to take proceedings if he think fit. In case of 
abuse, however, it would appear that we are still at the 
mercy of the holder of a forged plate or badge. 


i eh wee 
Mr. ALDERMAN Satomons has, after the ‘fawtion. 
which has become almost a constitutional fecessity 
amongst us, been addressing his constituents in Dept- 
ford with reference to his proceedintys én Rarhpments 
during the last session. vena ce "6 8 

With the greater part of his speech—personal, ‘social, 
political, as it was—we have nothing to do; but we 
cannot help remarking upon the off-hand manner in 
which one of our greatest domestic difficulties is treated— 
not so much because we had any ground to expect more 
statesmanlike conduct from the hon. member, as because 
it is but too accurate a type of the “happy-go-lucky, 
make-it-smooth” policy of the present day. 

The hon. member said— 

In the first place, there was a great outery in the Austra- 
lian colonies against receiving our convicts. It was true 
that Western Australia wished to have a supply of convict 
labour, but the neighbouring colonies objected that the 
criminals sometimes found their way to them. The objec- 
tion ought to be treated with respect, especially as it was 
strengthened by an opinion on the part of the colony that 
the existence of a convict population among them or near 
them had a tendency to prevent many respectable and 
valuable emigrants from settling there. The colonies had 
remonstrated ; but having done so unsuccessfully, they now 
threatened stronger measures. He hoped and believed, how- 
ever, that the difficulty would be got over by our not 
insisting upon sending convicts to Australia against the 
wishes of the greater number of the colonies in that country. 

Now, this is just a specimen of what a well-known 
wit of the last century used to call “skim nonsense ;” 
in other words, plausible as it sounds, the very slightest 
examination wil show that it has no foundation what- 
ever, 

Western Australia, which possesses a territory as 
large as the three south-eastern colonies together, which 
is distant from the nearest of them about 1,000 miles, 
and which is as perfectly independent of them as they are 
of Canada or Newfoundland, desires, with the concurrence 
of England, to manage her own territory in her own way 
—after a fashion, moreover, which the recalcitrant colonies 
on the south and east coasts found at one time highly 
beneficial to themselves, What right in the world have 
they to prevent her? What locus standi have they 


on the question at all? As well might Canada desire to 
dictate to us how we were to act with reference to the 
negroes of Jamaica, or our colonists in New Zealand 
prescribe to us how we are to deal with the Mauritius. 

As to the suggestion that convicts might escape from 
Swan River to Melbourne, so might they from Ports- 
mouth or Portland, and the one case is about as probable 
as the other. Ay; but then, what about the “expirees ?” 
We answer, the expiree—i.e., the convict the term of 
whose sentence has expired—is a free man, and we will 
be no parties to preventing him from going where he 
may please ; nay, more, if he be in England, and desire 
to emigrate, we think he ought to be assisted so to do: 
and looking at the different treatment such persons are 
likely to meet with in England and Western Australia, 
we are inclined to think that emigration of such persons 
to the older colonies will be more frequent from this 
country than from a settlement where every man finds 
himself a positive benefit to the community. 

That, then, the fears on the part of New South Wales 
and Victoria are unfounded, we have no doubi; that, 
even if well founded, the objection and remonstrance 
grounded thereon are an impertinent meddling with 
their neighbours’ affairs, we take to be clear; and we 
certainly cannot concur with Mr. Alderman Salomons 
in hoping that the Government of this country will 
allow itself to be bullied by a strong colony which is not 
concerned in the matter, into sacrificing the interests of 
a weak one which is properly concerned in the question, 
and to whom it is of vital importance, 


A LETTER Which recently appeared in the Daily News 
is well worthy of the attention of the public. It refers 
to the well-known arrangement by which directors of 
jdintestock companies seck to exclude from the list of 


ssadreholdérs all except their own adherents. Some time 


. * . . . . 
ago public indignation was aroused by the spectacle of 
the directgrs, of a financial company issuing an advertise- 


qimeént for apg kgations for shares, which they had pre- 


sctetermifted? fo: Dot exclusively amongst their own 
friends ; and now we find another and yet more extra- 
ordinary proceeding justly held up to public animad- 
version, The writer says :— 

It is the directors of a limited company announcing to 
their shareholders that they desire to be authorised to amend 
their present Act or deed of settlement, in so far as to give 
them (the directors) the dangerous and arbitrary power to 
refuse to register any shareholders that they (the directors) 
think it in the interest of the company to object to. So 
barefaced a public announcement I think there is no prece- 
dent for ; if any, the more the pity. This is not a bank 
secking a power to exclude insolvent parties from becoming 
shareholders, to act as the shields for solvent ones in cases of 
loss or panic. This capital is fully paidup. The real object 
sought is apparently to permit the entrée only of parties 
who will act with the directors and form a breastwork against 
any possible future dissatisfied body of shareholders ; in fact, 
form a close borough or family party. They further scek a 
power to buy up certain shares under advantageous terms. 
Can this be legal? It is certainly not what the company 
was formed for. 

Such conduct requires no comment from us, but we 
think it may receive a very practical one from the public. 

A YOUNG GENTLEMAN, said to be the articled clerk to 
an attorney at Huddersfield, was apprehended at Chester, 
on Saturday last, on a charge of Having forged cheques 
to the extent of £2,000, Until the particulars of the 
ease are made public, we abstain from entering further 
on the subject. 


THE FREAKS OF IRRESPONSIBLE BOARDS are pro- 
verbially singular, and perhaps this singularity is 
nowhere more apparent than in the persistent manner 
in which the metropolitan street authorities select the 
month of November (and that which, perhaps, of the 
whole year, best fulfils the conditions of unfitness for 
the purpose, both as regards the weather to be antici- 
pated, and the inconvenience to be occasioned) for the 





repair of our principal streets, This is not the first 
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time on which we have had occasion to refer to this 
subject; but perhaps there has never been an instance 
in which the perverse ingenuity of which we speak has 
more distinguished itself than in the case complained of 
in the following letter, which appeared in the Zimes of 
the 2nd instant :— 

Sir,—The months of August, September, and October are 
one, during which every living thing that has the means to 
o so leaves London. November is at hand, the courts are 

open, the clubs are filling; London has returned, or is re- 
turning, from its outing. Strange to say, this is the moment 
chosen by our parochial authorities to pull up the pavement 
in the principal thoroughfares of the west-end. Oxford- 
street, Piccadilly, and St. James’s are in a state of siege. It 
is not, however, to comment generally on what appears to be 
an inevitable condition of London life that I venture to ad- 
dress you, but to call attention more particularly to the state 
of things in St. James’s-street. You will have observed that 
one-half only of the street is undergoing the process of re- 
pavement; the other half, one naturally supposes, will 
follow suit, when the work now in progress has been com- 
pleted. By no means. The half that is being paved is in 
the parish of St. George’s ; the half that is untouched is in 
the parish of St. James’s. St. George’s has money and is at 
work ; St. James’s has no money and must defer operations 
until it has wherewithal to commence. So the best we can 
hope is that by the time the newly-paved St. George's half 
has been worn into holes, the state of the St. James’s ex- 
chequer may admit of the other half being made passable. 
Incredible as this statement may appear, it is, nevertheless, 
made on the authority of a most active, useful, and influ- 
ential member of the St. James’s vestry, who does not reside 
100 miles from St. James’s-place. 
I remain, Sir, your obedient servant, 

St. James’s-place, Oct. 29. Encno. 

P.S. What is the use of the Metropolitan Board of Works 
if it does not, or cannot, prevent such a scandalous state of 
things ? 

We presume that the metropolitan board would reply 
that his lordship’s query leeciese the whole question of 
“state sovereignty,” and that in the matter of parish 
streets the vestries are supreme, 

THE CASE OF Bacon and Wayman vy. The Metropolitan 
Railway Company has been settled by arbitration, before 
Mr. D. D. Keane, Q.C., at the Westminster Palace Hotel. 
The sum of £2,450 was awarded as compensation, 

FROM A RETURN LATELY PRINTED, it appears that the 
total number of joint-stock companies registered in the 
city of London, within four miles of the General Post 
Otlice, is 1,674. 

Iv Is RUMOURED that J. Hinde Palmer, Esq., Q.C., 
will be a candidate for the representation of the borough 
of Grimsby at the next election. We are authorised to 
state that Mr. Chapman, the sitting member, will offer 
himself for re-election. 

Mr. Cuarzes Locock Wess, of Old-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn, has addressed the electors of Bodmin as a candidate 
for the representation of that town at the next election. 

A Mr. Grorce Morris Kino, described as a London 
solicitor not in practice, was examined in Dublin last week 
as to some alleged concealment of property in connection 
with a bankruptey in 1856. No facts of any importance 
in reference thereto have as yet transpired. 

Mr. ASPINALL, who was, during the vacation, ap- 
pointed one of her Majesty’s counsel, took his seat within 
the bar on Wednesday last, at the opening of the Courts. 

At A Penston of the Hon. Society of Gray’s-inn, 
holden last Tuesday, John Lee, Esq., LL.D., who has 


‘ recently been appointed one of her Majesty’s counsel, 


took his seat as a bencher of the society. 

Iv £8 UNDERSTOOD that a petition will be presented 
praying for the commutation of the sentence against 
Miiller, on the ground that if he committed the murder 
of Mr. Briggs, it was unpremeditated, and an act of 
momentary impulse. 

WE LEARN THAT Mr. R. W. Forp, solicitor, is to be 
the new Mayor of Portsmouth, 





DUST TO DUST. 

On the same day, towards the end of last week, two police 
cases occurred, similar in their strange and revolting cha- 
racter, and with a peculiar resemblance in their special cir- 
cumstances. In one of them, at the Westminster Court, bee 
fore Mr. Selfe, a young man stated, through his solicitor, 
that his sister, who for some months had been living in a 
house of ill-fame at Pimlico, was seen by him on an even- 
ing shortly before in good health, but the next morning 
was found by him dead, with bruises and cuts on her body, 
in a room at the house, where there were signs of a 
struggle having taken place. He complained that when 
he demanded the body it was refused, the woman who 
kept the house declaring that the body should not be 
given up. An undertaker, who had been sent with a 
coffin, was denied admittance by two men put to guard 
the door. Mr. Selfe said he was sorry he could not inter- 
fere. The coroner was the person who, as it were, had 
the charge of the matter. The other case was at the 
Southwark Court, where the solicitor of a widow applied 
to Mr. Maude to render her assistance to obtain the dead 
body of her husband. He had left his home a few days 
before, in apparently good health, and went to the house 
of a female near the Waterloo-road, with whom he oc- 
casionally cohabited. He stayed there two nights. On 
the following morning his wife heard that he had 
died suddenly in a quarrel at the house, and she went 
there directly to remove the body. The female refused 
to give it up. The magistrate told the applicant that he 
had no power to assist her. Our readers may remember 
that a case very like the first happened not long ago, 
where a man, going to live in a brothel, squandered some 
property in a short time and died there. The object of 
refusing to give up the body in such cases, where it may 
be supposed that the family of the deceased will shrink 
from the exposure attending an application io a police 
court or to the coroner, can be readily guessed. The re- 
markable thing is, that the state of the law respecting 
dead bodies should give opportunity for the outrage 
against decency, of withholding them thus from the 
persons whose legal or natural duty it is to provide for 
their burial. These brothel-keepers and the like would 
be deterred by fear of the law from avowedly detaining 
the hat or umbrella of the deceased, or, if they did, the 
police magistrate would well know how to give redress 
against them; but when they refuse to give up the bedy, 
which in common speech, but not in the language of the 
law of property, is the body of the deceased, neither the 
common law nor the statute law affords any direct 
remedy. 

The only trace which we have been able to find of a 
legal idea of property in a dead body is on the authority, 
if it can be so called, of an unreported case in the 
Common Pleas before Hyde, J., in the reign of Charles IT. 
The same judge, when Chief Justice, in Quick v. Coppleton, 
1 Lev. 161, an action of assumpsit before the King’s 
Bench in the seventeenth year of that reign, cited a case 
in the former court, when he sat there, where a woman, 
who feared that the dead body of her son would be 
arrested for debt, promised, in consideration of for- 
bearance, to pay; and it was adjudged against her. But 
of this, says the reporter, the other judges there doubted. 
And at the beginning of the present century Lord EHen- 
borough, C.J., remarked, in the course of the argument of 
Jones v. Ashburnham, 4 East, 460, that it was impossible 
to contend that such forbearance could be a gocd con- 
sideration for an assumpsit; “for to seize a body on any 
such pretence would be contra bonos mores, and an ex- 
tortion upon the relatives.” ‘This notion of seizing the 
dead body for debt of the deceased appears to have sprung 
from the vulgar error handed down from the second 
century, when Aulus Gellius gave a literal interpretation 
to the Roman law, Debitorem oberatum creditores secanto 
trans Tiberim. The corpus or corpse of the debtor, and 
not the corpus of the debtor’s property, was thus supposed to 
have been sold and cut up for division among his creditors. 
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In earlier times the jurisdiction over dead bodies, at 
least in respect of burial, seems to have been ecclesiastical 
rather than civil. Lord Coke, in the chapter of his third 
Institute which treats of buildings, where he sets out 
somewhat in Horace’s mood, Jam pauca aratro jugera 
Regie moles relinguent, proceeds to discourse on tombs, 
and after noticing in three elegiac couplets the Pyramids 
and other principal places of ancient burial, lays down, 
that in every sepulchre that hath a monument two things 
are to be considered—the monument, and the burial of the 
dead. “The burial of the cadaver (that is, caro data 
vermibus) is nullius in bonis, and belongs to ecclesias- 
tical cognizance;” but as to the monument, action is given 
at common law for defacing it. The consequence was 
that in the last century, when the disturbance of graves 
for the purpose of anatomical science began to prevail, 
the jurisdiction under which the Crown should procure a 
conviction of the disturbers was not at once settled. The 
ground on which body-snatching was determined to be an 
indictable offence was, that the practice offended common 
decency, and was contra bonos mores. In 1788, in Pew v. 
Lynn, 2 Term Rep. 7338, a body-snatcher had been con- 
victed, and a motion was made in arrest of judgment, on 
the ground that the offence was not cognizable in any 
court of criminal jurisdiction, but was one of ecclesiastical 
cognizance. The Court, however, refused to grant a rule 
t) show cause, lest that alone should convey to the public 
an idea that they entertained a doubt respecting the 
crime alleged. No person, however, had before this date 
been punished in that court for the offence, so the Court 
only fined the defendant five marks. 

In a later trial, where a defendant carried a body with 
intent to sell it, and had, to all appearance, taken it 
from a burial-ground, though whence was not known, 
the indictment charged that the act was “to the great 
scandal and disgrace of religion.” Bayley, J., who tried 
the case, afterwards mentioned it privately to each of the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench, and, upon their opinion that 
it was an indictable offence, forbore making a case for 
the opinion of all the judges: Rew v. Gilles, Russ. & Ry. 
366n, Upon the same principle, it is apprehended that 
such a detention of the body as came before the magis- 
trates in the three recent instances is an indictable offence. 
Indeed, there was a case about the year 1780, where the 
master of Shoreditch workhouse, a surgeon, and another, 
were indicted for a conspiracy to prevent the burial of a 
person, and, as appears from the notice of the case in 
2 Term Rep. 734, were found guilty and punished. But 
the notice is very brief, and furnishes no clue to the form 
of theindictment. Since that which was known thirty years 
ago as the resurrection trade has been superseded by the 
Anatomy Act of the 2 & 3 Will. 4, the common law as to 
dewl bodies has been in abeyance. At the present time 
if is comfortable to know that, by this Act, any executor 
or party having lawful possession of one’s body after death, 
and not being an undertaker, may permit the body to be 
dissected, unless, to the knowledge of the executor or 
other party, one has expressed his desire, either in writing 
during one’s life, or verbally in the presence of two wit- 
nesses, during one’s last illness, that his body might not 
be dissected, or unless one’s surviving wife or any known 
relative shall require the body to be buried. By this Act, 
too, a person has the privilege during life of directing his 
body after death to be dissected, and of nominating the 
operator; and it is enacted that the thing must be done, 
unless prevented by the interference of the husband, or 
wife, or next-of-kin. The cunning way in which the 
master of the Newington workhouse outwitted the Act, 
by showing the bodies in coffins in the morning to the re- 
latives, who therefore, of course, saw no necessity for the 
statutory requirement, and taking the bodies out in the 
evening and sending them to Guy’s, remains as a prece- 
dent in Te Queen v. First, 6 W. RB, 546. 

That the wrongful detention of a body is an indictable 
offence, as being cexntra bones mores, receives countenance 
from the duty which the common law throws upon the 
oxecutor of his testator’s funeral, If the executor ne- 
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glects or omits to give orders for this purpose, and has 
assets, the law goes so far as to imply a contract on his 
part personally for the funeral, when another has ordered 
it—that is, so far as the funeral is suitable to the testa- 
tor’s degree, and the undertaker has not given credit to 
the other person: Zugwell v. Heyman, 3 Campb. 298; 
Rogers v. Price, 3 Y¥. & J. 28. Even if the person who 
gave the order has paid for the funeral, he may recover 
against the executor having assets, what the executor 
would have reasonably paid for it: Green v. Salmon, 8 
Ad. & EW, 348. 

Should an analogy drawn from the criminal cases 
above quoted justly lead to the conclusion that the per- 
sons against whom complaints were made at the various 
police offices were chargeable with an indictable offence, 
a metropolitan police magistrate would have jurisdiction. 
The 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, gives to any one of those magis- 
trates, and to every stipendiary magistrate in the king- 
dom, as well as to justices of the peace, power to issuc a 
warrant to apprehend any person who is charged with 
having committed any indictable offence whatever. But 
this power would not extend to the recovery of the body 
detained. 

If such offenders as those of whom we are speaking 
cannot be reached thus directly by the executors or rela- 
tives of the deceased, we see no other means left than 
that advised by Mr. Selfe—namely, moving the coroner. 
But we do not find it clearly laid down, upon authority, 
what the course of the coroner himself is if the subject of 
his inquest be withheld from him. By the 4 Edw. 1, the 
statute De officio coronatoris, the coroner, upon informa- 
tion, is to go to the place where any be slain or suddenly 
dead or wounded, and forthwith hold an inquest in 
manner directed by the statute. It does not expressly 
say that the coroner shall take his inquest on view of the 
dead body, and that an inquest otherwise taken by him 
shall be void; yet it is clearly agreed that a coroner has 
no power to take an inquest without a view of the body: 
2 Ilawk. Pleas of the C. 80. According to Holt, C.J. 
(Reg. v. Clark, 1 Salk. 377), the coroner need not go ev 
officio to take the inquest, but ought to he sent for, and 
that when the body is fresh. Therefore, to detain it in a 
case proper for an inquest is contrary to the statute, and 
an impediment to its fulfilment. There is no doubt that 
it is an offence at common law to obstruct the execution 
of any powers granted by statute: 2, v. Smith, Doug. 441. 
Probably, too, the coroner’s warrant may authorise the 
constable to take steps for obtaining possession of the 
body for the purpose of the inquest. But in this manner 
relief would only extend to cases coming within the 
coroner's office. 

It is scarcely necessary to say that if any inconvenience 
arise, as nuisance, from the neglect or prevention of the 
interment of a corpse, the offender is punishable on in- 
dictment or information: 1 Russell 465. 

The present state of the law is manifestly unsatis- 
factory on the question of the right to possession of the 
body by a person on whom, either as executor, or husband, 
or wife, or next-of-kin, the duty falls of paying to it the 
last office. ‘To see a widow turned away from a police 
court without redress, when she complains that her 
husband’s corpse is withheld from her by a brothel keeper, 
is a shocking reproach to the criminal legislation of this 
country. It would be ridiculous if it were not oppro- 
brious to look at the pile of above forty quarto volumes of 
the statutes, and to think that there is not an enactment 
to meet this case. The common law, whatever it may be 
ou the subject, is plainly insufficient for practical use. 
There having been no judicial decision in such a case, the 
police magistrate is left without a guide. He cannot issue 
his warrant upon an argument from analogy. Even if he 
felt himself justified in risking an exercise of jurisdic- 


tion, his power would only touch the person, and could © 


not reach the evil so as to cause the delivery up of that 
which the law has not invested with the character of 
property, although religion and fecling alike have consc- 
crated it in all ages. 
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TREATMENT OF CRIMINALS. 

Mr. M. D. Hill, Q.C., Recorder of Birmingham, has ad- 
dressed the grand jury of that borough with special re- 
ference to the Penal Law Amendment Act of last session. 
After mentioning the circular addressed by Sir George 
Grey to the judges, already published in our columns,* 
he says:— 

This will have the effect of increasing the severity of the 
penal law, which, owing to the very frequent use of short 
sentences, had, in the opinion of the Royal Commissioners 
who lately investigated this subject, become too much re- 


laxed. It will be observed that the alternative sentence of 


imprisonment is not interfered with. In that respect the 
law continues as it stood before the passing of the late 
statute. The remainder, and by far the larger portion of the 
Act, refers to the granting of tickets of leave. 

After reading from the circular Sir George’s observa- 
tions on this subject, the learned Recorder continues:— 

The principle adopted in the scale of remissions for in- 
dustry and good conduct gives a maximum reduction of 
somewhat less than one fourth part of the sentences upon 
men and one third part of the sentences upon women. 
Thus, gentlemen, you will perceive that the new provisions 
are characterised by augmented severity, and I think you 
will agree with me that our new Penal Servitude Act forms 
an epoch in our legislation, Half a century ayo the cri- 
minal code of England was conspicuous among those of the 
civilized word for its tremendous denunciations against 
crime. To more than 150 different offences it attached the 
punishment of death, and its minor inflictions were 
of proportionable gravity. The public mind revolted 
against these rigours, and a strong tide set in, which in the 
course of years brought the law into a greater state of 
leniency than could be justified by a due regard to the 
general interests of the community. And yet, the law, mild 
as it beeame, was outstripped by the laxity with which it 
was administered. In this state of things, the tide which 
had so long been flowing at last began to ebb, and it appears 
to me that the time has arrived when the reversal of the 
current can no longer be doubted. Gentlemen, I do not 
augur from this change the loss of any real benefit to eri- 
minals, 

In a precisely similar strain, Mr. Warren, Recorder 
of Tull, descants upon the effect of the Act to the grand 
jury of that borough. After explaining the manner in 
which the maximum of remission has been limited, he 
says:— 

And how is remission to be obiained? Not, as hereto- 
fore, as a general reward for good conduct, but by industry. 
Observe the result : that perfect industry and the greatest 
number of marks every day (without any deduction for mis- 
conduct) can avail no further than to get a maximum re- 
mission, in a five years’ sentence, of one year and three 
weeks, and so in proportion upwards. Thus is ruthlessly 
cut up by the roots the cunning and hypocritical criminal’s 
reliance on pretended good conduct and amendment ; he can 
no longer rely on the charitable credulity of those on whom 
he has hitherto practised, but must satisfy the requirements 
of a justly stern Legislature and executive. 

So far so good, and we most heartily concur with the 
learned gentlemen in their approval of these most salutary 
alterations in our criminal code; but when these learned 
judges gravely proceed to speak in almost equally lauda- 
tory terms of the celebrated fourth clause, we are unable 
to follow them. . 

We have already pointed out + the evils which appear 
to us to be apprehended from the system of constant police 
interference with men otherwise left to struggle for them- 
selves to obtain a livelihood as best they may, and we do 
not feel inclined to depart from the opinion there ex- 
pressed, notwithstanding that Mr. Hill seems to consider 
that the much-dreaded policeman will be really the 
“reformed criminal’s best friend.” He says on this 
point:— 

But the benefits to each (the criminal and the public) do not 
rest here, The hour of discharge arrives, and the well-disposed 
prisoner, having now to meet his greatest peril, is not 





* 8 Sol. Jour, 857. + 8 Sol. Jour. 668 and 865.8 














abandoned. He takes his gratuity, which preserves him for 
a time at least from the overwhelming temptation produced 
by want. He has to report himself to the head of the police 
in the district to which he resorts, and he thereby establishes 
a relation between himself and a public officer, who, both by 
duty and, speaking from experience, I will say also by in- 
clination, will befriend him so long as his conduct deserves it, 
and who will exercise over his actions the powerful influence of 
hope and fear. It is often assumed that the vigilance which 
it is the duty of the police to exercise over discharged 
offenders is necessarily of a hostile character: but that is 
not so. A ticket-of-leave man, when his ticket becomes 
what it always ought to have been, a testimonial that the 
holder is a person who has given evidence of his earnest de- 
sire to do well, and of his possessing the requisite qualifica- 
tions for pursuing an honest course of life, will find the head 
of the police in his district a protector against ill-founded 
suspicion, to which an ex-convict is naturally ever obnoxious ; 
and when, in addition to the testimonial which the ticket- 
of-leave man brings from his prison, he can safely refer to 
the police for a certificate that he has continued to deserve 
the remission which has been granted to him, surely he 
must thus obtain facilities for procuring employment which 
will constitute a new and invaluable privilege ; while, on the 
other hand, his consciousness that any breach of the condi- 
tions on which he holds his licence to be at large will, the 
moment it becomes known, ensure his being forthwith de- 
prived of his liberty, must give additional foree to his good 
resolutions. 

We will not take upon wus to say that this cannot be so, 
but we do not see any good reason to believe that the 
public will be a bit more ready to trust a “ ticket-of-leave 
man” now than it was when they were first set at large; 
and we still think, with, as we confidently believe, the 
concurrence of the vast majority of the thinking public, 
that to require a man to bear “convict ” on his sleeve is 
to deprive him of all chance of honest employment at 
home, while to compel him to report himself periodically 
to the police is to prevent him from going abroad. 

Still, we are glad to believe that the Act will, on the 
whole, work well, and we are sure that nothing could be 
worse than the law was, as it stood just before the pass- 
ing of the Act. 


EQUITY. , 








THe New SerrLep EstarES AMENDMENT ACT. 
Re Hoyle’s Settled Estates, L. C.. 12 W. R. 1125. 

The 10th section of the Leases and Sales of Settled 
Estates Act, 1856, enacted that in cases where the Court 
should give a power of leasing to trustees or other per- 
sons under the Act, the Court might, if it should think 
fit, impose any conditions, as to covenants or otherwise, 
on the exercise of the power. In pursuance of this dis- 
cretion, the various branches of the Court introduced a 
rule that where leases were granted by trustees under the 
authority of the Act, the leases must be settled in 
chambers: Le Procter’s Settled Estates, 5 W. R. 643. In 
cases, however, of building leases, where many of the same 
form were required, a model lease was settled so as to 
avoid the necessity of coming to the Court in each case: 
Re Hemingway, 7 W.R. 279. This strictness was found 
to be attended with inconvenience and expense. An at- 
tempt was made in the year 1862 to obtain an Act declar- 
ing such a proceeding unnecessary. The attempt failed, 
the bill having been thrown out in the House of Com- 
mons. 

In the late session, however, the defect has been reme- 
died by the 27 & 28 Vict. c. 45 (an Act to further amend 
the Settled Estates Act of 1856), which enacts that in 
future no such condition shall be inserted in orders made 
under the Act, unless at the special request of the par- 
ties; and that in cases of orders already made, in which 
such a condition has been inserted, the parties interested 
may get it struck out on an application to the Court. 

The present case is the first instance of such an appli- 
cation, and settles the form of the order. The application 
was made by petition, praying that the condition inserted 
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in the Vice-Chancellor’s order, that all leases were to be 
grantedwith the approbation of the judge, should be struck 
out; and the Lord Chancellor made a fresh order as from 
that day, containing, instead of the condition that the ap- 
probation of the judge in chambers would be required, a 
statement that “the Lord Chancellor doth not think fit to 
insert a condition requiring the leases thereby authorised 
to be submitted to or settled by the Court, or a judge 
thereof, or to be made conformable with a model lease de- 
posited in the judges’ chambers.” 

It should be observed that the alteration in the practice 
extends only to leases, and not to sales made under the 
powers of the Act, which will continue to be governed by 
the ordinary rules of the Court as to sales of land under 
a decree. 


VOLUNTARY SETTLEMENT—CREATION OF TRUST. 
Gilbert v. Overton, V. C. W., 12 W. R. 1141. 

The general principles of the courts of equity, respect- 
ing the enforcing of voluntary settlements, are clear and 
well-defined, but a certain divergence is apparent between 
some of the courts in their application of these princi- 
ples. 

The present case, decided by Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
certainly appears inconsistent with Bridge v. Bridge, 
16 Beay. 315, decided by the Master of the Rolls, so far 
as the latter case related to real estate. The Vice-Chan- 
cellor, indeed, labours to show that there were points of 
distinction between the case before him and Bridge v. 
Bridge, but not, as we venture to think, altogether suc- 
cessfully, 

In Bridge v. Bridge, the settlor was entitled to the 
equitable interest in certain freehold property under the 
will of his uncle, the legal estate being still in the trus- 
tees of his uncle’s will. By the voluntary settlement, 
which was in question in the suit, he conveyed all his 
interest (inter alia) in the real estate to the use of him- 
self and two trustees, in trust to sell and to stand pos- 
sessed of the proceeds, in trust for himself and his chil- 
dren, The Master of the Rolls held that as to the real 
estate this deed was inoperative, as it only passed the 
equitable interest, and that it did not operate as a decla- 
ration of trust of the property. 

In Gilbert v. Overton, the settlor had an agreement for 
a building lease of certain land, on which he intended to 
build houses. Before he obtained the lease, he assigned 
all his interest to trustees upon trust for himself, and after 
his death for his five children. Shortly after the settle- 
ment was made, he took a lease of the premises, thus ac- 
quiring the legal estate; and the question was whether 
this settlement could be enforced against his representa- 
tives. The Vice-Chancellor observed that “it was said 
that the settlement could not be considered as valid, 
having regard to Bridge v. Bridge ; but in the first place 
the settlement contained a distinct declaration of trust. 
The legal estate was outstanding, and the settlor conveyed 
to trustees his equitable interest, and declared trusts con- 
cerning it.” But surely this was exactly what the settlor 
did in Bridge v. Bridge. He had a mere equitable inte- 
rest, and he conveyed the whole of that to trustees, and 
declared the trusts of it in their hands. This the Master 
of the Rolls did not consider the constitution of the rela- 
tion of trustee and cestui que trust, in such a sense as jus- 
tified the interference of the Court. 

In this appeared to lie the main difference between the 
Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellor. The former 
holds that in the case of an incomplete assignment the 
Court will only interfere in favour of a volunteer, if the 
settlor has declared himself a trustee for him. The Vice- 
Chancellor considers that it is sufficient if the settlor has 
— the assignee of his interest a trustee for the volun- 

er. 

In Beech vy. Keep, 18 Beav. 292, the Master of the Rolls 
thus stated his views on this subject:—“I admit that 
there is a very thin distinction between an assignment 
for the benefit of a volunteer, and a declaration of trust in 
his favour; but it is one which is to be found to be taken 











in all the cases. If the absolute owner of a fund says, 
‘T hold this stock in trust for A. B.” the trust is com- 
plete; but if there be only an assignment, a different re- 
lation exists between the parties, and it would be destroy- 
ing the distinction between an assignment and a decla- 
ration of trust to say that an assignment, because it may 
create a trust, is to be considered the same as a declara- 
tion of trust. If I were to hold that there was no dis- 
tinction between an incomplete transfer and an express 
‘declaration of trust, with respect to personal estate, I do 
not see why the same doctrine would not apply to land. 
It would be contrary to all previous decisions to hold 
that if a party voluntarily executed a deed, not having 
the legal estate, the relation of trustee and cestui que 
trust would have been established.” 

On the other hand, Vice-Chancellor Wood says, in Gil- 
bert v. Overton—The distinction is quite’exploded be- 
tween a simple assignment by A. to B., on trust, and a 
declaration of trust by the settlor.” And again, “ Here 
the settlor had declared a trust in those persons to whom 
he had assigned his equitable interest for certain other 
persons, who therefore, though volunteers, were entitled 
to have the trusts administered. The trusts had been 
completely declared in the settlement, and the persons in- 
terested might have required the person who agreed to 
grant the lease, to grant the legal estate to their trustees.” 

This agrees with the observations of the same judge in 
Donaldson v. Donaldson, Kay, 711, the effect of which is 
that if the assignor has so far completed the voluntary 
gift that the Court is not required to act against the as- 
signor to perfect it, but the person intended to be bene- 
fited can himself go to the trustee “ with the deed in his 
hand,” and call upon him to transfer the property, the 
Court will assist him in obtaining his rights. 

The most reasonable way of viewing the question, and 
that which finds most favour with the Court in the later 
cases, is to consider whether the assignor has done all 
that he had it in his power to do towards perfecting the 
transaction. This consideration applies equally to equi- 
table interests in real estate and to choses in action, and 
reconciles much that appears to be conflicting in the 
authorities. It was, indeed, the strongest ground on 
which the Vice-Chancellor’s decision in Gilbert v. Overton 
rests; for the settlor, not having commenced to build the 
proposed houses, was not in a position to claim the grant 
of the building lease till after the settlement was exe- 
cuted. In this point the case certainly differed from 
Bridge v. Bridge, where the settlor might have obtained 
the legal estate from the trustees of his uncle's will when- 
ever he desired it. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

Nov. 2.—This being the first day of the legal year, the 
Lord Chancellor entertained the Judges, Queen’s Counsel, 
&e., at breakfast at his private residence. His lordship 
took his seat in court shortly after two o’clock, accompanied 
by the usual procession of judges, 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

Nov. 2.—In ve H, Mills Sparham.—In this case Mr. 
Morgan Lloyd showed cause against a rule for striking an 
attorney off the roll for misconduct, and Mr, Kay appeared 
on behalf of the Law Society in support of the rule. 

The rule was obtained on an affidavit of a Mr. Lockington, 
that he had employed Sparham as an attorney to recover a 
debt of £65 due to him in May, 1862, and that in January, 
1863, Mr. Sparham had told him he had recovered part of 
the debt, but that about £31 was due. In fact, at that 
time Sparham had received £76 in three bills of exchange, 
in satisfaction of the debt and costs, but one of these bills 
for £25 was dishonoured, and had not been paid. The 
other two bills, amounting to £51, Sparham, in his exami- 
nation in the Bankruptcy Court, said he had paid into 
his cash account at his banker's, and had appropriated to 
his own use. He subsequently became bankrupt, and 
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Mr. Lockington lost his money, and opposed him as a 
creditor in the Bankruptcy Court, and he was remanded 
for nine months, and protection refused for six months. 
It was now urged that it was hard on him that, on the same 
facts he should be twice punished and be struck off the roll. 
it was also urged that in the twelve months before his 
bankruptcy he had received and honestly paid £12,000 to 
his clients, and that one of his creditors for £2,000, by 
an affidavit, stated his readiness to employ him again as an 
attorney. 

On the part of the Law Society it was urged that they 
were actuated simply by «a sense of publie duty on having 
seen a report of the facts of the case. The creditor who had 
made an application on his behalf was his relative. 

The Lorp Ciwier Justice, in giving judgment, said that 
the rule called upon Mr. Sparham to show cause why he 
should not be struck off the rolls for misconduct in his 
capacity of attorney, and the rule was moved for by the Law 
Society, who had only such an interest as the Court itself had 
in the matter—that of maintaining the respectability 
and honesty of the profession. 
grave suspicion, The fact of the attorney paying the money 
into his banker's, and blending it with his own money, would 
approximate to a specific misappropriation of the money 
were it not that the client was in effect informed that the 
attorney had the money, and would retain it until he got 
the residue, and that not demanding it he must be taken 
to have assented to its being held by the attorney in the 
meantime. Therefore he (the Lord Chief Justice) could not 
say that there was any misappropriation of money given to 
the attorney for a specifie purpose. He could not say 
that the representation as to the amount received was 
false, £51 had been received out of £65, which, with 
costs, might well leave about £31 due. Besides, it must be 
borne in mind that just before the answer complained of was 
given by Mr. Sparham, he had been attacked by paralysis, 
which deprived him of the use of one side, and perhaps 
deprived him of his powers of mental attention during the 
conversation upon which the whole question turned. He 
(the Lord Chief Justice) thought that the rule should 
be discharged, but, under the circumstances, without costs. 

Rule discharged. 

COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Nov. 1.—Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp took his seat in 
court after the vacation, and disposed of the business. The 
only case of interest to our readers was that of Rowland 
Yallop. 


The bankrupt was an attorney, of Bedford-row, and of 


Orsett-terrace, Gloucester-gardens, Paddington, and he now 
applied for his order of discharge. The unsecured debts 
are returned at £461 ; do. secured, £140; with liabilities on 
bills discounted £95, and on accommodation bills £41; 
creditors to be paid in full, £43. The assets are thus given:— 


Debts due to the estate, £403; property in the hands of 


creditors, £320; leaving a deficiency upon the figures of £57. 

The bankrupt stated, in answer to the Court, that he passed 
through this court in the year 1839; that in 1852 le was an in- 
solvent; that he had never compounded with his creditors, 
and that he had never been in partnership.— Mr. Edwards, the 
official assignee, reported that the accounts were unvouched. 
The bankrupt attributed his difficulties to loss of business 
and bad debts. The expenditure was returned at £250 per 
year. In the secured debts there was a debt of £130 due to 
the Grosvenor Investment Company, 9a, Brook-street, Gros- 
venor-square, secured by a duly registered bill of sale on his 
household furniture and effects—estimated value, £300. 

Mr, Henderson, who appeared on behalf of the assignee 
(Mr. William Morgan Davey, of 96, Westbourne-park-road, 
draper), did not oppose, and the order of discharge was 
granted. 

(Before Mr. Wixstow, Deputy-Commissioner.) 

Nov. 3.—In ve A, HW. Siuith.—The bankrupt, Mr. 
Atwood Henry Smith, was described as an attorney and 
solicitor, of 108, Dorset-street, Salisbury-square, and of 21, 
Garway-road, Bayswater. He presented his petition on the 
16th August, and he now came up for examination and 
discharge, His accounts show an aggregate indebtedness 
of £531, with debts good, £491; do. doubtful, £90 ; 
and property given up to assignees £40, The cause of 
the bankruptey would appear to have been a liability as one 
of the sureties for Mrs. Froome, now the wife of Mr. W. H. 
Yates, to the London and Westminster Loan Company. 

Mr. Lowrance appeared on behalf of the assignee (Mr. 





The facts created a case of 





Charles Winter, law stationer, 24, Chancery-lane, a creditor 
for £90), and did not oppose. 

The examination was passed, and the order of discharge 
granted. 





CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

On the first day of Michaelmas Term, according to custom, 
the judges, with the Lord Mayor, assembled at the Central 
Criminal Court, in the Old Bailey, to appoint the days for 
holding the sessions for the jurisdiction of the Central 
Criminal Court for the ensuing year. The judges present 
were—The Lord Chief Baron; Keating, Blackburn, Byles, 
Crompton, Willes, JJ.; Bramwell and Channell, BB. : Mellor, 
J., Pigott, B., and Shee, J., all of whom wore their state 
robes. Besides the Lord Mayor, the Court of Aldermen was 
represented on the occasion by Aldermen Copeland, M.P., 
Sidney, M.P., and Stone. The judges first of all, with the 
civic authorities, met in the Lord Mayor's parlour, and settled 
the days for holding the sessions. They then entered the 
Central Criminal Court, and having taken their seats on the 
bench, Mr. Avory, the clerk of arraigns, read the days so 
fixed as follows :—1864: November 21; December 12. 1865: 
January 9, 80; February 27; April 10: May 8; June 12; July 
10; August 14; September 18; and October 23. With that 
the ceremony ended, and the Court stood adjourned until the 
21st of November. 











GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


AMALGAMATION OF THE Courts oF Law. 

Sir,—As the various offices of the superior courts of law 
and equity are about to be concentrated, I consider a further 
step in a similar direction might with advantage be taken— 
viz., the amalgamation of the three superior courts of 
common law—which would be very beneficial both to the 
profession and the public, and a great saving to the country. 

I beg, through the medium of your valuable paper, to call 
attention to the advantages of such an amalgamation before 
the proposed building is erected, as, in case it should be 
carried out, fewer offices would be required. 

The principal advantages to be derived by the amalga- 
mation are— 

1. Saving of time to the profession, by having to attend 
only one instead of three sets of offices. 

2. Saving of public money, by dispensing with the clerks 
of two sets of offices, and some of the masters. 

As to the first. At the present time attorneys have to 
attend three distinct sets of offices to transact their busi- 
ness; and it is well known that the time occupied in actually 
transacting the business is trifling, whilst by far the greater 
time is occupied in going to and from, and waiting at, the 
various offices. 

As to the second, at none of the offices of the three courts 
is the time of the clerks reasonably fully engaged, and I 
believe that the staff (excepting, perhaps, the masters) of an 
one could without difficulty dispose of the business of all 
three courts. 

As to the practicability of an amalgamation, the following 
suggestions occur to me:— 

All proceedings to be entitled ‘In Common Law,” as they 
are in equity entitled “In Chancery.” All process, &e., to 
issue, &e., at one set of offices. 

The three courts to retain their present constitution ; and 
for distinction, their names, and the matters which are 
now required to be heard by a particular court, to continue 
to be so heard. 

Questions of law arising after trial to be heard by the 
court of which the judge who heard the cause is a member. 

When questions of law are to be argued prior to trial, the 
party setting them down to elect the court. 

A Court to be formed by one of the judges of each court 
to hear motions in term, and two of such judges to hold 
sittings at Nisi Prius, whilst the third heard motions for 
rules nist, &e. 

A judge to attend chambers every day, and to be assisted 
hy a master. 

The offices to be open until four o’clock during vacation, 
except long vacation, 

A common hall, at which all summonses to be returnable, 
appointments made, &c. 

Oct. 29. E. C. 

[If our correspondent will take the trouble to examine 
into the constitution and working of the ‘* Consolidated Nisi 
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Prius Court” in Dublin, he will find that the principal 
alterations proposed by him have been anticipated, and, so 
far as we can learn, successfully. Some of the details above 
suggested—ez, gr., to entitle proceedings ‘‘ In Common Law,” 
instead of in the court to which questions of law are to be 
referred—do not seem to us to be advisable.—Ep. 8S. J.J 











APPOINTMENT, 

ALBANY FONBLANQUE, jun., Esq., now Legal Vice-Consul 
Cancellier and Registrar of her Majesty’s Consular Court in 
Egypt, to be her Majesty’s Consul at Carthagena, United 
States of Columbia, vice William Bentinck Doyle, Esq., 
promoted, 








SCOTLAND. 


Curious Presbytery Case.—Can a MAN Marry unis 
Decrasep WIFE’s NIECE ? 

At a meeting of the Established Presbytery, held at 
Meigle, Perthshire, on Wednesday, a curious case turned 
up. It appeared from the minutes of last meeting that a 
communication had been submitted to the presbytery with 
the view of ascertaining whether a marriage between a 
man and his deceased wife’s niece, which had been duly 
celebrated at Kingoldrum, was legal. The presbytery, 
after hearing certain explanations from Mr, Haldane and 
other gentlemen connected with the kirk-session of King- 
oldrum, found that the parties were within the forbidden 
degrees of affinity, and that the banns of marriage should 
not have been published, and that the subsequent marriage 
of the parties was irregular and contrary to law. The 
presbytery regretted that Mr. Haldane had not positively 
forbidden the publication of banns, and enjoined him and 
Mr, Edward, the session clerk, to be more careful in 
future in regard to such matters. Dr. Barty said that 
Mr. Haldane had not done everything in his power, 
because he was quite entitled to have forbidden the 
session clerk to proclaim the marriage (i.e., publish the 
banns), and he ought to have known that he could not 
have done so, because the Confession of Faith tells him so. 
Mr. Fraser said he should not have known that himself, Mr. 
Haldane remarked that his fault lay in not having given dis- 
tinct information to the session clerk not to proclaim the 
marriage, and stating authoritatively to him that it should 
not be made. He had allowed it to be made, but he told 
the session clerk that if he did proclaim the parties he 
did so upon his own responsibility. It was a great pity 
that the proclamation was made. He had not, however, 
consented to marry the parties; but although the affinity 
which existed between them was distinctly mentioned to 
a clergyman of the Established Church of Dundee—Mr, 
Peter Grant—he (Mr. Grant) had actually married them, 
knowing at the same time—reading with his own eyes 
in the certificate—that they were within the degrees of 
affinity. 





Court oF Sxssion, 
Nov. 1—The Court of Session this day commenced 
the extra sittings of the winter session. 





QUALIFICATIONS OF Procurarors, 

The following are the principal points of the statement 
as to the admission of procurators, made to Sheriff Heriot 
at his meeting with the Forfar procurators on the 17th ult. 
by Mr. Clarke, on behalf of the other members of the bar 
in that town :— 

«The procurators consider it to be inexpedient to pass, 
indeed, any local regulation whatever. They consider 
that no local regulations could exclude applicants who 
have acquired their qualifications in other counties, 

*¢ While holding these views, the procurators deem im- 
portant changes as called for, and that they ought to be 
made under proper authority. 

‘They are of opinion that it is desirable to raise the 
standard of educational qualifications for admission to the 
profession. A procurator is called upon to advise with his 
client, prepare pleadings, and debate cases in writing and 
orally, involving questions of the greatest importance 
aflecting both the property and the liberty of the subject. 
In point of fact, he is required to discharge on his own 
responsibility, and frequently on the shortest notice, 





the combined functions of the Edinburgh agent and 
counsel, 

‘‘The procurators are unanimously of opinion that 
applicants for admission should have attended the Scots 
Law and Conveyancing classes in the Universities of Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow, or Aberdeen during separate sessions. 
Some of the procurators consider an attendance upon the 
Civil Law class also desirable, but there is no wish to 
make the attendance upon it compulsory. 

‘¢ They are also unanimously of opinion that applicants 
for admission should be subjected to a thorough examina- 
tion in the principles and practice of the law of Scotland, 
There is some diversity of opinion as to the best mode of 
accomplishing this object, but they are all of opinion that 
the present system, as observed here, ought to be changed. 

‘‘The procurators have had under consideration several 
modes of examination— 

‘1, It has been suggested that the examination should 
be by a board of sheriffs at Edinburgh. It may be said 
that they are peculiarly well qualified for this office from 
their professional position and their intimate knowledge 
of the requirements of a practising procurator, as well as 
from their interest in the high standing of the members of 
their respective courts, 

“9, Failing the adoption of that suggestion, it has been 
proposed to confer the duty of examining upon the pro- 
fessors of law in the universities of Edinburgh, Glasgow, 
and Aberdeen, or a remit from the sheriff of the county in 
which the applicant intends to practise. It is considered 
that there is as much reason for having applicants exa- 
mined in this way as there is in having medical men and 
teachers certificated at these seats of learning, 

*¢ 3, The third mode suggested is to cause the procura- 
tors practising at the seat of every sheriff- court to appoint 
a board of examinators annually from among themselves, 
or for the sheriff himself to name the board. 

**In order to accomplish these objects, the procurators 
consider a new Act of Sederunt as indispensable, and that 
it should prescribe the imprveod curriculum and the mode 
of admission.” 








IRELAND. 


The trial of Mr. O’Dell, the barrister, who was charged 
with the murder of a sheriff’s officer, was concluded on 
Saturday last. The Chief Baron left it to the jury to say 
whether the prisoner had shown any symptoms of unsound 
mind, unconnected with the offence with which he was 
charged, After considerable delay the jury brought in their 
verdict, acquitting him on the ground of insanity. 





New Bagristers, 

The following gentlemen were called to the bar at the 
opening of the present term :— 

Robert Bell Gordon, A.B., T.C.D., eldest son of the Rev. 
John Bagwell Gordon, Rector of Clonbeg, in the county of 
Tipperary. 

Abraham St. John Harrison, Esq., LL.B., T.C.D., only son 
of Lieutenant Colonel Harrison, of Longford-terrace, 
Monkstown, in the county of Dublin. 

John Edge, Esq., LL.B. T.C.D., only son of Benja- 
min Booker Edge, Esq., J.P., of Clonbrock House, Queen's 
County. 

Robert Vere O’Brien, Esq., A.B., T.C.D., second son ot 
the Honourable R. O'Brien, of Old Church, in the county of 
Limerick. 

John Montgomery Casement Mills, Esq., A.B., T.C.D., 
eldest son of Henry Mills, of Upper Temple-street, in the 
city of Dublin, solicitor. 

Robert Donnell, Esq. M.A., Q.U.I., second son of 
William Donnell, Esq., of Ballinamallard, in the county of 
Tyrone. 

Isaac Weir, Esq., A.B., QU.I., youngest son of William 
Weir, of Newry, merchant, deceased, 





Case oP Exckprional. HARDSHIP SUFFERED BY JURYMEN, 
In the case of Bartlett v. Lewis, now in course of trial at 
Dublin, with four eminent counsel on each side, the exami- 
nation of one witness consumed more than four days. 
On the fifth day (October 24) the jury applied through 
their foreman to the Court, requesting that an arrange- 
ment might be made that would enable them during the 
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progress of the trial to give sometime to their own business: 
The Chief Baron admitted that being detained so long in a 
case like that, they should have a little time allowed them. 
They would have the whole of that day, as he must open 
the Commission for the county and city of Dublin in Green- 
street; and he would also be in that court another day. 
He would give directions to the sheriff to dispense with 
their attendance at trials during the ensuing (the present) 
term. The trial was resumed on Monday and lasted all 
day. It is considered doubtful whether it can be brought 
to a conclusion this week, 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE, 
A Dtsnonest BANK MANAGER. 

The Correctional Tribunal of Strasburg has just tried a 
man named Hirsch, manager of a joint-stock company 
known as the Strasburg Discount Bank, on three several 
charges of embezzlement, reckless trading, and distribut- 
ing dividends when the company was in a state of in- 
solvency. ‘ihe bank, after nine years’ existence, was 
declared bankrupt in September, 1863, and, on an exami- 
nation of the accounts, it appeared that the defendant 
had sunk nearly the whole capital of the company in 
speculations at the Bourse, and in other objectionable 
operations. He purchased 2,000 shares in the Monteel 
Mines, using the funds of the bank for the purpose, and 
experienced a heavy loss, which he concealed by falsifying 
the accounts to the amount of 66,000f. (€2,640.) By other 
speculations, in Austrian Credit Mobilier Shares, and 
those of the Palace of the Universal Exhibition at Anteuil, 
more than 800,000f. (£12,000) were lost; and at a time 
when above half the social capital was sunk, he falsified 
the accounts so as to make the concern appear in such a 
flonrishing state as to justify the distribution of large 
dividends. ‘When the company was declared bankrupt, 
the defendant had overdrawn his private account to the 
extent of 174,111f. (6,964 8s. 10d.) Evidence having 
been heard in support of the charges, the defendant's 
counsel argued that his client had not been guilty of 
frand, and could at most only be charged with errors of 
judgment. ‘Tho ‘Tribunal, however, decided that the 
charge of embezzling 174,111f. was fully proved, as were 
those of reckless trading, and of falsifying the accounts 
in order to deceive the shareholders; it therefore con- 
demned the defendant to two years’ imprisonment, and to 
50f. fine, with all costs. 














SPAIN, 
SINGULAR Case, 

A private letier, dated Barcelona, October 8, contains 
the following narative :— 

The readers of the papers may remember a case which 
occurred in Barcelona, and of which the Spectator gave a 
good account in the end of the year 1862. The case is that 
of Don Claudio Fontanellas. It is still pending, and has 
» chief amongst the causes celebres. 
the second son of the Marquis Fonta- 
nellas banker of Barcelona, very avaricious, 
while his son, Don Claudio, was young and thriftless. In 
the year 1515 Don Claudio was carried off by robbers, who 
made him write to his father for a ransom. Of these 
letters the father took no notice; the son, feeling hurt at 
the indifference of the family, on escaping from the robbers 
turned his back upon his family and his country, and went 
to Buenos Ayres, where he took service, and advanced to 
the rank of a navy captain, He returned to Spain in 1861, 
long af the death of his father, and proceeded to 
Barcelo ‘e he was at first generally recognized 
and w iged by his brother Lamberto, Marquis 
Fontanellas, and his brother-in-law, the Marquis Villame- 
diana. But about a month after his arrival these 
relations began to change their tone and language, and 
prepared not only to deny Don Claudio’s identity, but also 
to plot against lim the imprisonment which has lasted up 
to the present time. This plot could not have been 
carried out but for the complicity of various legal officials 
of Barcelona. At the request of these relatives, the Judge 
del Palacio constituted of his own authority a tribunal by 
night in the house of the Fontanellas, in which had been 
collected several persons strangers to the family, witnesses 
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who had not been judicially summoned. Don Claudio was 
brought before this court as a guilty person, and, notwith- 
standing that, put on oath. These witnesses then, not 
separately, but in the presence of each other and in 
concert, declared that the accused was not Don Claudio, 
but one Claudio Felice, who had been a workman in some 
factories in Barcelona, Upon these irregular proceedings 
Don Claudio was put into prison, for usurpation of the civil 
rights of the deceased Don Claudio—for the accuser and 
some of the legal functionaries have sought to establish 
that Don Claudio was assassinated near Barcelona in the 
year 1848. It is singular that they should not haveshrunk 
from an assertion which would prove that a man may be 
assassinated without any inquiry being made, or the police 
taking any trouble about the matter. Since this, the case 
of Don Claudio has been tried several times; the father, 
mother, sister, and other relations of Claudio Felice have 
sworn to Don Claudio as their son and relation, although 
it is not a strong proof of relationship that they should 
have been so ready to consign one whom they call a rela- 
tion to prison as an impostor. Forty-two witnesses swore 
that the accused is not Claudio Fontanellas, twenty-eight 
that he is Claudio Felice, thirty-two that he is not Felice, 
fifty five that he is Fontanellas, and fifteen swear to having 
known him as Fontanellas in South America. 

Notwithstanding all this, Claudio has been detained all 
these years in prison, contrary to all justice; for if he has 
not been able to prove hisidentity, neither have his enemies 
been able to prove that he has been guilty of usurpation. 
And he should be at liberty on bail, or else his brother-in- 
law, the Marquis of Villamediana, should also be in prison 
pending the decision, since, if the accused is Don Claudio, 
the marquis is usurping Don Claudio’s inheritance, which, 
with the interest of several years, amounts to eighteen 
millions of reals (€180,C00). In addition to this money, a 
marquisate is at stake, since, if Don Lamberto, the present 
Marquis of Fontanellas, dies without children, and his 
younger brother, Don Claudio, could be got rid of, the 
Marquis of Villamediana would inherit the Fontanellas title 
and property. On this account the Spanish Government 
should have removed the hearing of the cause from the 
province of Catalonia, where the rich aud powerful Marquis 
of Villamediana has too many means of influencing the 
Court. The great majority of the inhabitants of Barcelona 
are in favour of Don Claudio, in spite of the means of cor- 
ruption and intimidation which are at the service of his 
oppressors. 

So far the interests of justice only are affected, and the 
wrongs of Don Claudio begin and end with a vulgar thirst 
for money; but what remains to be related affects the civil 
and political rights of every Spaniard. The first counsel 
employed in the defence of Don Claudio abandoned him, 
having been, it is said, bought off at a cost of 20,000 dols. ; 
the second, Senor Nieva, was imprisoned, and died shortly 
after being liberated from his prison. The counsel, Don 
Fermin Villamil, one of the first lawyers of Madrid, whode- 
fended Don Claudio before the first Court of Barcelona but 
a short time ago, and whose defence has been published, has 
been arrested and imprisoned within the last eight days in 
consequence of an order from Madrid. No legal ground, 
nor even pretext, has been assigned for this arbitrary act, 
which is the destruction of all liberty of counsel, and 
which proclaims the insecurity of all who may become 
subject to a criminal prosecution. If these acts are 
committed in a cause which has no political interest, 
what might not be feared in case of a State prosecution ? 
This illegal violence against the defenders of Don Claudio 
proceeds, however, from the hich law officers, and not from 
the Government, which, as well as the captain-generals 
who have governed Catalonia, had not been mixed up in 
this case, But it is high time that the Government should 
give its attention to the injustice perpetrated here under 
the cloak of the law, and should remove the cause into a 
purer atmosphere, by bringing it before the Supreme Court 
at Madrid, or by sending a Royal Commission for its inves- 
tigation. 

It is strange that in the country of Don Quixote no 
deputy of the Cortes should be found to raise his voice 
to redress the injuries of Don Claudio, or to oppose this 
systematic attempt to suppress the right of defence by 
counsel, and dangerous inroad upon the liberty of the 
subject; for the legal proceedings at Barcelona, if fully 
known, would be far more damaging to Spain than the 
penury of the treasury, 
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SWITZERLAND. 

A trial is now going on before the Assize Court of Berne, 
which has some points of resemblance to the La Pomme- 
rais case,* which made so much noise in Paris some 
months back, One of the accused parties is Charles 
Hermann Demme, Doctor of Medicine, practising at 
Berne, and the author of several treatises on military 
surgery. The other, Sophia Elizabeth Triimpi, the widow 
of Gaspard Triimpi, of Glaris, merchant and banker, also 
of Berne, is charged with being the accomplice of Dr. 
Demme in the murder of her husband. 

Jt appears that on the night of the 15th February last, 
Gaspard Triimpi died at his country house at Vabren, in 
the neighbourhood of Berne. The day following his death, 
rumour got abroad that he died by his own hand, and 
in consequence of the reports about, the prefect called 
upon Dr. Demme, as the family physician of the deceased, 
for a report of the circumstances relating to Triimpi’s 
death. Demme reported that Triimpi had died from an 
apoplectic stroke. The Procureur-General of Berne 
ordered a post mortem examination by two experts, who 
were unable to find any outward signs of a violent death. 
The result, however, of an analysis of the intestines was 
the discovery of the presence of over ten grains of strych- 
nine, a quantity more than sufficient to cause death, and 
the experts reported that the death of Triimpi was the 
result of that poison. As it was ascertained that Doctor 
Demme had been alone in the house of the deceased the 
night he died, and moreover that a criminal intimacy had 
existed between him and Madame Triimpi, the authorities 
considered themselves justified in issuing their warrants 
for the apprehension of both parties. 

The attention of the Court was particularly directed to 
certain points set forth in the bill of indictment by the 
Procureur. Demme had been the family physician of the 
deceased. He was on the nights of the 14th and 1éth by the 
bedside of the sick man, who was suffering from a tumour 
in the groin, and he remained alone with Triimpi up to the 
moment of his death. The causes assigned by Demme for 
the death were not the same in the report he sent in to the 
Prefect of Berne as in that which he drew up for the Pro- 
cureur. In the one apoplexy was stated to be the cause; 
in the other he attributed it to strychnine; and besides 
this serious discrepancy he suggested certain causes which 
neither the experts nor the College of Health could accept. 

Nevertheless the Procureur could not but admit that 
there were some circumstances in the case indicating 
suicide. Several witnesses deposed that they had heard 
Triimpi declare his conviction that his death was at hand. 
He was also known to have uttered menaces of suicide; and 
the depression to which he was of late subject, in conse- 
quence of heavy losses in business which had nearly ruined 
him, lent probability to this view of the case. 

Demme is about thirty years old, of fair complexion, 
above the middle height, and of an agreeable and distin- 
guished exterior. Madame Triimpi is somewhat under the 
ordinary height; her features are delicate and agreeable 
rather than handsome, notwithstanding the loss of her eye 
by the brutal violence of her husband, 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO. 
CIAT ; 


Soricrrors’ Costs in CHANCERY, 

At the late meeting of the above association, a paper 
**On the Continued Injustice to Solicitors from the Rate 
and Method of Paying them for Chancery Bnsiness” was 
read to the society by H. J. Francis, Esq., of 36, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, 

After a short notice of the changes in Chancery proce- 
dure produced by the Acts of 1852, and a graceful compli- 
ment to the Association upon the part its members had 
taken therein, the paper proceeded as follows :— 

Tn the carrying out of these reforms, however, the soli- 
citors had a perfect right to expect that their interests 
should not be sacrificed, and their means cf living taken 
away. Cheap chancery is, no doubt, desirable; but there 
is no reason why it should be made cheap entirely at the 
expense of the solicitors; and this is what has, in a great 
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measure, been done. Indeed, my experience goes to show 
most conclusively, and I think the members present will 
agree with me, that it never was the expense of chancery 
proceedings, but only the slowness of them, which caused 
the greatest dissatisfaction to the suitors. It has never 
been even seriously contended—much less shown—that 
solicitors were overpaid for the work they did under the 
old system. What was contended, and with justice, was, 
that much needless work was done to bring about a given 
result, and that time was thus consumed in forms which 
would have been better spent in forwarding the suit. A 
vast heap of these useless forms has now been swept away, 
and the road opened for swifter progress towards the end 
of the suit. But the same road has to be travelled still, 
and always must be, though at a greater pace; and what 
is more, the team has to be ‘ coached” by the solicitor 
through by far the longest part of the journey, instead of 
a bar ** whip” being put on for part of almost every stage, 
as was formerly done. So if the coach gets upset, the 
solicitor has to pay for the broken .bones—a responsibility 
which he shuffled formerly on to the wearers of the wigs 
and gowns, In short, the solicitor is now forced to do 
more than twice the hard work he done formerly—to spend 
much more capital in fees, clerks’ salaries, and office ex- 
penses, and to get, asa result, not much (if any) more 
than half his former profit. 

Tn making these remarks I am really doing no more than 
going over old ground, But going again and again over 
old ground, and bringing again and again to the notice of 
those who sit above us, and write down for us what we 
shall be allowed to live upon, the gross injustice which 
their self imposed scales inflict, appears to afford the only 
chance of obtaining a remedy, 

The whole subject was most ably reviewed by your com- 
mittee in the year 1855, and a paper (Circ. No. 6) was sent 
to all the members, containing in an Appendx the pe- 
cuniary result of the alterations, tabulated so as to show 
the difference between the old and new scales. That Ap- 
pendix I have adopted as regards Messrs. A, & Co.’s bills, 
and have added the year 1861 to it in order to show the 
result of the scale of 1857, which was to work such wonders 
for the solicitors. The Appendix will be after referred to. 

But first it should be pointed out that this question of 
payment was taken up by the Incorporated Law Society, 
and that that society in the year 1855 prepared a summary 
of suggestions and specific fees for solicitors’ costs in chan- 
cery, with the view of remedying to some extent the great 
injustice worked upon the profession by the alterations 
above referred to, That statement was inspected by the 
committee of this association, and reviewed in the Circular 
No. 6, before referred to. Some of the suggestions were 
adopted, and were carried into effect, wholly or in part, by 
the new scale of fees promulgated in 1857; but others, of 
much greater consequence to the solicitors, were left un- 
touched, and the benefit conferred by such new scale is 
most insignificant. The general suggestions referred to 
were as follows:— 

1. That consideration be given to any special agreement 
for remuneration which may have been entered into by 
competent parties. A recent decision of the Lords Justices 
in Re Moss, In the matter of Bainbrigge, seems to have 
sanctioned this principle, but it is proper that it should be 
adopted by a public and authoritative declaration. 

2, That the officer taxing or ascertaining the solicitor’s 
remuneration shall have regard to the actual skill and 
labour employed and responsibility incurred, and not 
merely to the length or multiplicity of the written forms 
of proceeding, and make such allowance to the solicitor as 
his services fairly deserve, although no specific fee appli- 
cable to such services may be stated in the scale, 

3. That in carrying out the second direction, necessary 
attendances and correspondence in the progress of a cause 
or matter, including, in country cases, letters between 
country client and town agent, be allowed. 

4, That a fee on ending be allowed for the term in which 
a cause or matter shall be brought to a conclusion, the 
amount to be in the discretion of a proper officer, who shall 
have regard to the importance of the case, the amount of 
property involved, and the skill and diligence exerted by 
the solicitor, 

5. That interest be allowed to the solicitor on all dis- 
bursements from the end of the year in which the same 
shall have been made, and on all bills from the time they 
shall have been delivered, or, if taxed as against a fund, 
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then from the end of each year in which the business shall 
have been transacted. 

6. That (for avoiding frequent references for taxation, 
and in order that the officers before whom business is done 
may fix the proper remuneration) the chief clerks of the 
judges may be authorised, as far as practicable, to fix the 
sum to be paid for costs in any matter transacted in the 
judges’ chambers. 

7. That in all proceedings for administration where the 

dioren involved shall not exceed £500, the costs to be 
taxed upon the existing scale; and for proceedings involv- 
ing a larger sum, to be taxed according to the improved 
scale. The scales, if thought proper, may be multiplied. 

8, That a commission be allowed on the receipt and pay- 
ment of money into and out of court. 

Tn addition to the above, certain specific fees were sug- 
gested, amongst which were the following :— 

For examining or checking accounts not pre- £ 8, d. 
pared by the solicitor, or for time necessarily 
occupied preparatory to attendance before a 
judge, chief clerk, or master, not covered by 
the fees allowed for perusing documents, per 
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All appeals from the taxing masters to be made as at 

common law to the judge at chambers, 

Of the ‘*General Suggestions,” the first was proposed 
for enactment by the Lord Chancellor’s Attorneys’ and So- 
licitors’ Remuneration Bill of last session; but the bill 
not having passed, the matter stands as it was. 

The second has been altogether ignored, and the whole 
system of toll on certain steps in a cause survives in its 
full force 

As to the third, the taxing masters have all ruled that 
separate letters between the country client and the town 
agent are not to be allowed, but only one fee at the end of 
a term: this fee is quite inadequate as a remuneration for 
the labour and responsibility of the agency correspondence, 
as not only all London agents, but also all country so- 
licitors practising in chancery, will testify. 

The fourth suggestion is alse quite ignored, though it 
would seem to be a sort of fee which a suitor would gladly 
pay. 

No. 5 is also passed bys except so far as the 23 & 24 Vict. 

ce, 127, s. 27, provides a remedy. 

T am not acquainted with any case in which a judge has 
taken upon himself to allow interest under that section, and 
such cases will always be very rare. The judges are sure 
to hesitate in exercising the discretion. 

No. 6 has to some extent been acceded to. 

As to No. 7, matters have been made in one respect worse 
rather than better. 

The lower scale has been made to apply to cases under 
£1,000, and a lower scale of fees than the old one has 
been fixed. Cases coming under the lower scale are 
numerous. 

As to No. 8, the commission principle has been passed 
by, but a higher fee has been allowed for payment into 
court, according to a graduated scale. Much stress was 
laid upon this alteration at the time, and it was consi- 
dered one that would go far to compensate the solicitors 
for many of their losses. Those who had the best means 
of judging were never of this opinion, and its effect has 
now been tested. I have had extracted from the books 
of my own firm the actual payments into court made by 
us during three years of the new scale, and have had 
put opposite to each sum the fees allowed under the old 
and new scales. The aggregate increase on the new 
scale for the three years is £63 Gs. 4d., or rather more 
than £21 a-year; and this, observe, is the full column, 
not the one against the country client. Another fee was 
inserted in the last scale (without any suggestion from 
the solicitors) which it was considered by the framers of 
the scale would afford a considerable profit to solicitors. 
This fee was a graduated one, for attendances on counsel, 
rising in proportion to the magnitude of the fee paid to 
counsel. JI cannot here help protesting (as this associa- 
tion, on behalf of the profession, has often done before) 





against this system of holding out a premium on the 
employment of counsel. Not only is expense thereby 
increased to the client, but the profession in both branches 
is morally injured by it. Putting that aside, however, 
it has been proved that the increased profit to the soli- 
citors is as insignificant as that on the much-promising 
fee for payments into court. I have tested the difference 
by a.comparison of the old and new scale on each sepa- 
rate fee paid, for a like period of three years, and the 
increased profit for the whole period is found to be £132 2s., 
or £44 0s. 8d. a-year, the number of fees being about 2,800; 
this again is taking the full column, not the agency one. 
I might go through the whole of the new scale in this way, 
and show that the result of almost every alteration is to 
leave the solicitor with very little, if any, profit beyond 
what he had before. This can better be done by a com- 
parison of the gross bills of costs, and the profit thereon, 
for a period under the new scale, with those for a like 
period under the old; and this has been done as mentioned 
before, and the result set out in the Appendix, so that a 
comparison can be made at a glance. 


(To be continued.) 





BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 

The committee of this society have lately made their 
annual report. It appears therefrom that the number of 
members of the society has increased from seventy-four to 
eighty, and the subscribers to the library from six to 
seven; that its financial position is very satisfactory, not - 
withstanding an exceptional expenditure in the library 
department to the extent of £75 10s. id. After mention- 
ing that, during the past year, there had been three pre- 
liminary examinations of articled clerks, at which there 
were respectively nine, nine, and ten candidates, of whom 
seven, five, and eight respectively obtained certificates, 
the report proceeds as follows :— 

‘Shortly after Mr. Waterfield’s retirement from the office 
of registrar to the Birmingham District Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, the following resolution (of which a copy was for- 
warded to that gentleman) was passed, viz. :— 

‘That the retirement, owing to enfeebled health, of 
Charles Waterfield, Esq., lately one of the registrars of the 
District Court of Bankruptcy at Birmingham, is a fit oc- 
casion for this committee to express their respect to Mr. 
Waterfield, based upon the manner in which he has for 
many years discharged the very responsible duties of 
his office, and to assure him that he carries with him, on 
his retirement, the well-deserved esteem of the profes- 
sion generally in Birmingham and the neighbourhood,” 
‘Your committee believe that this tribute of respect to 

Mr. Waterfield would be generally approved of by the 
members of the profession practising in this town and 
neighbourhood. 

“It seems to be generally expected that assizes will 
shortly be held in this town. While your committee are 
of opinion that it is very desirable that such a courso 
should be taken, they think that it would best be carried 
out by the formation of a large midland criminal district, 
the court to hold its sittings at Birmingham, where civil 
causes should also be tried, Your committee are also of 
opinion that assizes for the trial of civil causes should be 
held more frequently than is now the case, and that this 
might be accomplished by their being tried at the winter 
assizes, as is now the case at Liverpool. 

‘Your committee having had their attention called tothe 
supplying of copies of plans with abstracts of title, passed a 
resolution approving of such a course. A copy of the resolu- 
tion was sent to the Incorporated Law Society and the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, and copies 
were also distributed amongst the profession practising in 
Birmingham. Your committee were glad to learn that not 
only those two societies, but also (so far as can be ascer- 
tained) the profession generally, agreed with them in 
opinion, and they hope that it will become the general and 
acknowledged practice to furnish such copies, so far as 
they may relate to the property being dealt with. 

«‘The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association having: 
intimated that it was very desirable that all searches 
should be made, and other business transacted, in the 
probate district registries, by the local solicitors, on the 
usual agency terms, your committee stated in reply that, 
in their opinion, ‘all business done for others, by solici- 
tors, in district probate courts, should be transacted on 
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those terms;” but they purposely avoided committing 
themselves to the expression of the opinion that all such 
business should be transacted by the local solicitors, it 
appearing to them that practitioners ought to have full 
liberty either to communicate with the district registrars 
direct, or to employ other solicitors as agents, at their 
option. 

‘¢ In the course of the last session of Parliament the Lord 
Chancellor took occasion not only bitterly to complain, 
but also strongly to impugn the motives, of solicitors, in 
not more frequently advising their clients to avail them- 
selves of the Lands Transfer Act. A paper in reply to the 
Lord Chancellor's remarks was prepared, and adopted by 
your committee. A copy was sent to the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, and was by them brought 
before Lord Chelmsford, who took advantage of it to 
notice the subject in the House of Lords. 

**A circular from Mr, Hopwood, respecting lawreporting, 
and the resolutions on the subject passed at a meeting of 
the Bar, having been brought before your committee, the 
following resolution was passed, viz. :— 

‘‘That, whilst this meeting is fully alive to the evils 
connected with the existing plan of law reporting, they 
do not see that any medium course between the present 
practice and that of official reporting exclusively can be 
adopted; that the latter system would, in the opinion 
of this meeting, be the more objectionable, inasmuch as 
it would lead to great delay, as shown by the present 
delays in reporting cases in the authorised reports, and 
as it would remove the salutary check on the judges 
attendant upon the present plan—a check which would 
necessarily be wanting in any system of reporting which 
was not altogether free and unfettered.” 

‘*A copy of this resolution wassent to Mr. Hopwood, who 
afterwards kindly furnished your committee with six copies 
of the report adopted by the committee of the Bar, The 
subject is so surrounded with difficulties that it is not sur- 
prising that the consideration of that report has not as yet 
resulted in any change. 

*«The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association hay- 
ing requested to know what alterations in the law of bank- 
ruptcy your committee thought desirable, a paper on the 
subject was prepared, of which a copy was sent to the asso- 
ciation. The paper was afterwards published in some of 
the law papers.* There appear to be two principal 
grounds of dissatisfaction with the existing law—viz,, the 
mode of realizing and distributing the bankrupt’s estate, 
and the inadequacy of the powers of the Court to deal with 
misconduct on the part of the bankrupt. 

**Your committee caused a petition to be presented to 
Parliament in favour of Mr. Hadfield’s bill relating to 
judgments, and Professor Johnson gave some important 
evidence on the subject before the select committee of the 
House of Commons to whom the bill (which was subse- 
quently passed) was referred. Your committee consider 
that much benefit will be derived from the carrying of the 
measure (27 & 28 Vict. c, 112), and that the public, as well 
as the legal profession, are much indebted to Mr, Hadfield 
for his repeated and successful exertions to simplify and 
improve that branch of the law. Your committee hope 
that that statute will be supplemented by an Act limiting 
to a short period the power of re-registering old judgments, 
in the absence of which a purchaser or mortgagee will 
still be insecure without searching for those judgments, 

‘Your committee caused a petition to be presented tothe 
House of Lords against certain of the provisions contained 
in the County Courts Billintroduced, during the lastsession 
of Parliament, by the Lord Chancellor. Objections were 
taken to the limitation of certain actions to one year; to 
the doing away, in certain cases, with the concurrent 
jurisdiction of the superior courts; to the abolition of im- 
prisonment for non-payment; and to the new mode of 
winding-up the estates of defaulting debtors. The with- 
drawal of the bill is, as your committee think, a subject for 
congratulation, although they believe that it contained 
some useful provisions, more especially the one conferring 
on the county court judges a limited jurisdiction in equity. 

«The Metropolitanand Provincial Law Association having 
requested to know the opinion of your committee upon the 
Attorneys’ Remuneration Bill, they stated that they ap- 
proved of the measure generally, with two exceptions, relat- 
ing to married women, and the attestation of special 


contracts between attorneys and their clients. Your com- 
mittee regret that, owing principally, as they believe, to 
the late period of the session at which the bill was intro- 
duced, it was withdrawn. 

‘¢ The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association hav- 
ing requested that petitions should be presented, on behalf 
of your society, in favour of the Courts of Justice Money 
and Site Bills, your committee resolved to comply with the 
request. They were, however, prevented from so doing by 
the withdrawal of the bills, owing, as it was understood, 
to the session of Parliament being then sonearly at anend.” 

The report then proceeds to notice the recent meeting 
at Leeds of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion, of which a full account has already been given in our 
columns,* and concludes with acknowledgments of obliga- 
tion to various gentlemen who had assisted the library 
department. 

The following gentlemen were elected the committee 
for the ensuing year:—Mr. J. W. Whateley, President; 
Mr. T. S. James, Vice-president; Mr. Edward Sargant, 
Secretary and Treasurer; Messrs. W. S. Allen, B, Chesshire, 
8. Danks, W. Sextus Harding, G. J. Johnson, John Rawlins, 
A. Ryland, C. T. Saunders, George Whateley, and G. P. 
Wragge. 

Mr. Rowland Rowley was appointed collector for the 
ensuing year. 

The best thanks of the society were voted to George 
Hadfield, Esq., M.P. for Sheffield, for his persevering 
exertions in the improvement of the law relating to judg- 
ments. 

The thanks of the meeting were also voted to Mr. 
Edward Sargant, for his services during the past year; 
and to Mr. Whateley for his able and courteous conduct 
in the chair. me 

LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The vacation of this society has terminated. The first 
meeting of its twenty-ninth year was held at the Law Insti- 
tution on Tuesday evening, the 25th ult. The report then 
read stated that the past year had been one of unprecedented 
prosperity to the society, which then occupied a_pre- 
eminently satisfactory position. Werecommendevery articled 
clerk who is desirous to practise public speaking—to train 
himself to master a question and to support his case by some 
arguments, or to expose the fallacies or weak points of an 
opponent, to enlist himself in the ranks of this or some 
similar society, and take an active part in its proceedings. 
As specimens of the"debates of the society, we may mention 
the following :— 

On the opening night, the following question (No. 335) 
was discussed :—‘* The Particulars and Conditions at a Sale 
by Auction do not disclose the Vendor's Name, nor does the 
Contract at foot, which is signed by the Auctioneer as ‘ Agent 
for the Vendor.’ Assuming there to have been no part per- 
formance, can the Vendor enforce the Contract against the 
Purchaser?” Mr. Addison was the president of the even- 
ing, and Mr. Bradford and Mr. Wragg were appointed to 
argue the question in the affirmative, and Mr. Haswell and 
Mr. Pitfield to argue the question in the negative. Nu- 
merous speakers followed, and the president having summed 
up, the question was decided in the affirmative. 

On Tuesday last, the 1st inst., the following question 
(No, 336) was discussed :—‘‘ Can the general authority of a 
wife living with her husband—to pledge his credit for neces- 
saries—be determined by him without notice to the persons 
with whom she deals?” Mr. Bradford was the president, 
and Mr. A. H. Miller and Mr, Harvie were appointed to 
argue the question in the affirmative, and Mr. Vizard and 
Mr. Lynch in the negative. 





ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 

A meeting of the members of this society and their friends 
was held at the Whittington Club on Wednesday last. 
There were upwards of 200 persons present. Mr. Serjeant 
Simon {one of the vice-presidents of the society) was intro- 
duced to the meeting as their chairman by Mr. Wynne E. 
Baxter (hon. secretary). The debate on Governmental Com- 
pensation to persons unjustly prosecuted or unjustly con- 
victed, was opened by Mr. Edmund F. Davis, and opposed 
by Mr. W. J. Fraser. After some excellent remarks from 
the learned serjeant on legal education, the meeting broke 
up shortly before eleven. 





* § Sol. Jour, 569, 687, + 8 Sol. Jour, 618. 








* 8 Sol, Jour, 948. 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 
- OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 

The opening meeting of the Department of Justice and the 
Amendment of the Law of the National Association for the 
Promotion of Social Science will be held at 1, Adam-street, 
Adelphi, on Monday next, November 7, at eight o'clock 
pan. Lord Brougham in the chair. 

An address from the standing committce of the department 
will be read and considered. 

M. Berryer, of the French bar, is expected to honour the 
meeting with his presence, and it is hoped that M. Des- 
marest, Batonnier of the French bar, may also be able to 
attend, 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 
In and on the last day of Michaelmas Term, 1864, 

The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 

BEALE, JAMES SAMUEL,—James Marigold, Birmingham, and 
10, Park-st, Westininster. 

3rLLines, SAMUEL Brucr.—E. T. Mason, 13, Bedford-row ; 
N. Mason, 13, Bedford-row; J. H. James, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, 

Boorn, Joun.—Daniel Stephen Sutton, Burslem. 

CuristrAn, Henry SANnbErs.—W. Cropper, Liverpool; 
H. Christian, Liverpool. 

CGepcr, Harry Joun.—H. Gregory, Gresham-street. 

Harris, WILLIAM.—J. J. Simpson, Derby. 

Hrckrorp, Henry Herserr.—John Bullen Shepherd, 
Stourbridge. 

Jones, Epwarp.—H. Davies, Oswestry. 

MicuaAet, ALpert DAvyinson,—Jacob Michael, 3, Barge-yard. 

Miter, ALBERT Hinpson.—D. J. Miller, Chatham-pi., City. 

Morre.t, Frepertc PArKER.—Paul and James, Exeter. 

Murrow, Cuartes.—James Murrow, Liverpool; R. C. 
Brown, Liverpool. 

Payne, THomas WittraAm.—John Wilkinson, 28, John- 
street, Bedford-row. 

Prep, Witu1AM.—John Peed, Whittlesey. 

PickERTING, Grorce Epwarp.—G. Spink, Howden; J. 
Woods, Howden; R. M. Benson, Aylesbury. 

Poor, AnrTHUR CHARLES.—Wm. Hugh Myers, Manchester. 

Rownanps, Ricnarp.—J. D. Pugh, Mold; R. B. Griffith, 
Jangor. 

Sreece, ApAM Rivers, Jun.—Adam Rivers Steele, 44, 
3loomsbury-square. 

TALLENTS, WILLIAM EpwaArp.—T. F, A. Burnaby, Newark. 

Tuomas, Ravpu.—sS. N. Cooper, 43, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Trimmer, Roperr.—William Hobbs, Reading. 

Uprerron, Crement.—C. K. Freshfield, 13, Bank-build- 
ings, City. 

Michaelmas Vacation, 1864, 

Dopp, JAMes Putntie.—T. C. Lietch, North Shields. 

LeEMAN, Josep Jonunsox.—G, Leeman, York ; J. Leech, 
65, Moorgate-street. 

Poncionk, JoHUN Pact, Jun.—W. J. Scott, Skinner-street, 
City. 

; Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1864. 

BLAcKeuRNE, Ginpertr IRELAND Monvracu, B.A.—George 
W. Nalder, Bristol ; Jas. R. Bramble, Bristol. 

3onD, Joseru Joun,—T. Adcock, Cambridge. 

3RIANT, APSLEY Epen.—Michael Pope, 27, Austin Friars. 

Cuappock, THomAs,-—Christopher Moorhouse, Congleton. 

CLARKE, CHARLES Evyon.—Henry Vallance, 20, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Cooper, Frepertck WiniiAm.—William F, Cooper, 51, 
New Chureh-street, Edgware-road ; Robert E. Smith, 12, 
Bread-street, Cheapside. 

CramMond, Epwarp.—Francis W. Mount, 17a, Sise-lane. 

Fow.er, CHARLES WALTER.—Robert G. Abrahain, Ash- 
burton. 

Frost, WinntAmM Buckie.—Peter E. Hansell, Norwich ; 
A. A. Collyer Bristowe, 4, Bedford-row. 

GouLp, THomas, Jun.—Henry Rodgers, Sheffield. 

JEFFERIES, THOMAS Hopkr.—H. Kinnier, Swindon. 

Leecu, Artuvr.—Frederic Bishop, Stoke-upon-Trent. 

Meapows, Horace Hawarp,—-Henry Davies, Weston- 
super-Mare, Somerset. 
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Myton, Tuomas.—Edward Wright, Leamington Priors, 
Warwick. 

Suarp, ALrrep Mareies.—Richard Dawson, Epworth, 
Lineoln; R. H. Dawson, Hull. 

SPENCER, GEORGE WAKEFIELD.—William Spencer, Bir- 
mingham. 

TATE, ALFRED.—E. T. Donner, Scarborough. 

Watson, THomaAs.—Richard Thompson, Durham; John 
Watson, Durham; W. F. Duncan, 80, Basinghall-street. 

NOTICES FOR RE-ADMISSION. 
Last day of Hilary Term, 1865. 

Pyke, Henry Hugh, 27, Leighton-road, Kentish-town. 

Robins, Richard John Saltren, Plymouth; Devonport; and 
Launceston. 


APPLICATION TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW ATTOR- 
NEYS’ CERTIFICATES, 
Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1864. 

Nicholson, Alfred, 39, Gower-place, Euston-square; and 
Bedford. 

Nov. 26, 1864. 

Adams, Francis Hamp, Upton Bishop, Hereford. 

Angier, Charles Allan, 16, Bedford-row; Ipswich; 2, Bruns- 
wick-square; 5, Mecklenburg-square; 30, Bernard-street; 
and 4, Great Percy-street. 

Barlow, Charles, Manchester. 

Beck, John Grant, Washington, Sussex. 

Birch, Henry John, Chester. 

Briggs, Frederick, 1, Lindsey-terrace, Bermondsey; and 
Lower Bland-street, Dover-road. 

Burrell, Edward Montague, lronmongers’-hall, City. 

Chapman, Laurence Foster, Richmond; and Madras. 

Cousen, George, Bradford. 

Dodd, John Thomas, 27, Queen’s-terrace, Bayswater; On the 
Seas; and Calcutta. 

Drawbridge, William, East Mount-road, York. 

Durrant, Richard, Uppingham. 

Edwards-Wood, William (admitted as William Edwards), 
Tamworth Castle, Tamworth. 

Feuillarde, Francis, 9, New-inn, Strand ; Bordeaux; and 3, 
Elizabeth-street, Chelsea. 

Floyd, John Ward, 2, Brockley-terrace, Deptford. 

Garrod, Charles William, 20, Albion-road, St. John’s-wood. 

Green, George, Upper Tulse-hill ; 17, Bernard-street. 

Grenfell, George Pascoe, Gulval, Cornwall. 

Griffith, Thomas Aubrie, Aberavon, Glamorganshire ; and 9, 
Stock Orchard-villas, Holloway. 

Hanbury, Thomas James, 12, Belgrave-terrace, New Peck- 
ham. 

Hancock, Charles Robert, Alfred House, Bow ; Sydney, New 
South Wales; On the Seas; Bathford, near Bath. 

Hesleden, Bryan, 32, Surrey-street, Strand; and 32, Arun- 
del-street, Strand. 

King, Charles Stafford, 10, New-inn, Strand. 

Long, Peter de Lande, 11, Bedford-street, Bedford-square. 

Lush, Frederick Matthew, Devizes. 

Mann, George, 10, Margaretta-terrace, Chelsea; and 3, 
Arundel-terrace, Islington. 

Martyr, Joseph, Geelong ; Melbourne ; On the Seas ; Stoke 
Fleming, Devon. 

Norgate, Charles Bladwell Le Grys, 83, Charrington-street, 
Oakley-square ; 34, Harrington-square ; 26, Oakley-square ; 
2, Camden-street. 

Oswald, James Francis; 32, Highbury New-park. 

Pearson, Julius Alexander, 46, Hyde Park-square. 

Searle, John Bransley, Denbigh. 

Sharood, Charles James, Gordon-road, Peckham. 

Shepherd, William Conning, 36, Upper Park-street, Isling- 
ton; 41, Granville-square ; 45, Amwell-street. 

Smith, George Frederick, Haverstock-hill, Middlesex. 

Stott, Richard, 2, Devonshire-villas, Peckham ; and Chelms- 
ford. 

Wood, Henry Eyeott, Aylesbury. 

Wragg, Robert Thomas, Walthamstow ; 19, Eversholt-strect, 
Oakley-square. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. M. H. Cookson, on Equity, Monday, Nov. 7. 
Mr. H. Surenp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, Noy. 11. 
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COURT PAPERS, 


Chancery Cause List. 
BEFORE THE LonD CHANCELLOR AND THE LoRDS JUSTICES. 


Appeals, 

(L.C.) Foxen v. Foxen (W.— 
June 28) 

(L.C.) Blasson v. Blasson (K. 
—June 28) 

Rede v. Oakes (R.—July 2) 

(L.C.) Mayor, &c., of London, 
Governors of St. Thomas’s 
Hospital v. Mayor, &c., of 
London and Another (W. 
—July 4) 

(L.C.) Tiffin v. Parker (K.— 
July 7) 

Keats v. Hewer (S.—July 9) 

Shaw v. Bunny (R.—July 11) 

Countess of Harrington v. 
Atherton (R.—July 11) 

In re Mackinlay; Ward v, 
Mackinlay (R.—July 22) 
Beynon vy. Morris (S.—July 

27) 


Collingwood v. Russell (S.— 
July 29) 

Mackintosh vy. Steuart (R.— 
August 2) 

(L.C. Sichel v. Raphael (W. 
— August 4) 

(L.C.) Cooke v, Cooke) W.— 
August 8) 

(L.C.) Rogers v. The Dock 
Co, at Kingston-upon-Hull 
(W.—August 10) 

Wilson v. The West Hartle- 
pool Harbour and Railway 
Co., and Ralph Ward Jack- 
son (R.—August 18) 

Troup v. Ricardo (R.—Aug24) 

Causes. 

(L.C.) Baxendale  v. 
Midland Railway Co, 

(L.C.) Baxendale v. Great 
Western Railway Co. 


West 


BEFORE THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Causes, §c. 

Hole v. Hole 

The India Freehold Land Co- 
lonizationTrust and Agency 
Association (Limited) v. 
Lascelles 

Maythorn v. Palmer 

Labalmondiere v. Reidy 

Ransom v. Ransom 

Lee v. Lee 

Banks y. Cartwright 

Borras v. Hodge 

Cuddon vy. Bowles 

Thompson v. Hudson 

Roxburgh v. Fuller 

Bowker v. Siddey 

Clark v. Eversfield 

Ormerod v. Rostron 

Bruce v. Morison 

Braithwaite v. Kearns 

Reeves v. Matthews 

Gamble v. The Saint Helen’s 
Canal and Railway Co. 

Baker v. Pritchard 

Paul v. Pole 

Pilling v. Pilling 

Luff v. Lord 

Howard vy. Earl of Shrews- 
bury 

Turner v. Turner 

Harvey v. Trenchard 

Chadwick v. Turner 

Preston v. Bradney 

Sturgis v. Bolden 

Henry v. Hewitt 

Say v. Parnell 

Morgan vy. Davies 

Waterman vy. Smith 

Turney v. Bayley 

Robson v Flight 

Nason v. Clamp 

Williams v. Maddox 

Linford v. Provincial Horse 
and Cattle Insurance Co. 

Pritchard v. Roberts 

Spiller v. Maude 

Lawrence v. The West India 
Relief Commissioners 

Lloyd v. Banks 

Emmet vy. Tottenham 

Moss vy. Chapple 

Priestly v. Ashworth 

Millard v, Harvey 

Pomfret v. Plucknett 

Charlesworth v. Jennings 

Ridley v, Ridley. 


Weston v. Collins 
Turrell v. Hocking 
Berestord vy. Conyers 
Best v. Stonehewer 
Lees v. Olivant 
Batchelor v. Morley 
Barrow v. Tyrer 
Earl Ferrers v. Shirley 
Willim v. Hayes 
Glover v. Harteup 
Prowse vy. Spurgin 
Hodge v. Jackson 
Boden v. Hirsch 
Woolf v. Rees 
Thackray v. Wheatley 
Walsh v. Parker 
Palmer v. Palmer 
Bostock v. Smith 
Littler v. Bardessa 
Butterworth v. Walker 
Cheesman vy. Price 
Huskisson v. Greenway 
Pink v. Aburrow 
Thompson y. Freegard 
Roffey v, Williams 
Wood v, Charing Cross Rail- 
way 
Hands v. Hands 
Vanden Brock vy. Peto 
Earl of Durham v. Legard 
Tottenham v. Emmett 
Jones v. May 
Wakefield v. Llanelly Rail- 
way and Dock Company 
Rawlins v. Eldridge 
Clowes v. Prescot 
Nichols vy. Haynes 
Plucknett v. Pomfret 
Roose v. Pool 
Anderton vy. Anderton 
Rockett v. Robinson 
Ashworth v. Priestley 
Froom vy. Learmonth 
Rickatson v. Gibson 
Bullock v. Bullock 
Wilkinson v. Musgrave 
King v. Morison 
Bedborough v. Bedborough 
D’Huart vy. Harkness 
Manley v. Manley 
Gedney v. Smith 
Heywood v. Dougherty 
Sheild v. Taylor 
Fordham v. Fordham 
King v, King . 
Oldham v, Ashwin 





Briggs v. Eastwood 
Johnstone v. Blake 
Swift v. Swift 
Cross v, Swann 
Markwick v. Over 
Fleming v. Armstrong 
In re Chick’s Estate; Chick 
v. Hope 
Campbell v. Beaton 
Spencer v. Spencer 
Lord Abinger v. Phelps 
Flower v, Allen 
Elgood v. Campbell 
Newnham vy. Newnham 
Williams v. Lloyd 
In re Williamson; William. 
son v. Barrow 
Harrison v. Rhodes 
Snelling v. Hoppe 
Purssord v. Emery 
Burgin v. Brown 
Catton v. Wyld 
Heriot v. Nicholas 
Walter v. Etherington 


Caton v. Kinchant 
De Beauvoir, Bart., v. Benyon 
Killick v. Swail 
Symonds v. Wilkes 
Hobson v. Jones 
White v. Welch 
Caldcleugh v. Beckett 
Pullan v. Pullan 
Dorsett v. Adams 
Halliwell v. Halliwell 
Quicke v. Floud 
Mortan v. Morant 
Jones v. Lambert 

Sill v. Boden 

Davis v. Davis 
Godfray v. Brooke 
Turner v. Mirfield 
Brooke v. Robarts 
Rowe v. De Lavigerie 
Dixon vy. Dickinson 
Guest v. Symthe 
Armstrong v. Walton 
Mathers v. Green 


Berore VicE-CHANCELLOR Sir RicHArp T. KrnpErsiry, 


Causes, §c. 

Bagot v. Legge 
Hendrie v. So ringfield 
Roderick v. andles 
Bennett v. Bennett 
Lord Ranelagh v. Melton 
Wardell v. Lawty 
Riley v. Croydon 
Poole v. Foxwell 
Bruton v. Morris 
Smith y. Charles 
Barker v. Peile 
Williams v. Williams 
Williams v. Williams 
Jones v. Rees 
Hewer vy. Keats 
Smart v. Hawksworth 
Jackson v. Parkin 
Millard v. Ellyett 
Savile v. Kinnaird 
Gant v. Heales 
Earl of Eglinton vy. Lamb, 

Bart. 
Earl of Eglinton v. Lamb, Bt. 
Jenkins vy. Lemon. 


Tomlinson v. Rutter 

Smith v. Parkin 

Lovegrove v. Heath 

Gant v. Heales 

Morgan v. Morgan 

Readwin v. Vegra and Clogan 
Copper Mining Co. 

Gillett v. Gane 

Gataker v. Reynardson 

Gataker v. Partridge 

Fitch v Cutts 

Sharpin v. Symons 

Cooke v. Hathway 

Gentry v. Gentry 

Dakers v. Lilburn 

Smith v. Meadows 

Travis v. Illingworth 

McClymont v. Ray 

The London Monetary Ad- 
vance, &c., Company (Li- 
mited) v. Brown 

Hosken v. Sincock 

Tatham v. Llanelly Railway 
and Dock Company 

Paine v. Brown 


Whitmore v, The Board of Winterbottom v. Storey 
Guardians of the Parish of Armytage v. Armytage 


St. Leonard’s, Shoreditch, 
in the County of Middlesex 
Oakden v. Pike 
Spencer v, Saxby 
Hensman vy. Fryer 


Hutton v. Hutton 
Hollis v. Bulpett 
Lillie v. Westhead 
Ford vy. Marston 
Gutteridge v. Fletcher 


BerorE VICE-CHANCELLOR Sir JOHN STUART. 


Causes, §c, 

Young v. Canadian Oil Com- 
pany (Limited) 

Lautour v. Attorney-General 

Jones v. Williams 

Lee vy. Cook 

West v. Borrett 

Sporle v. Barnaby 

Lee v Hamerton 

Barrow vy. Griffith; Barrow 
v. Newman 

Collinson v. White 

Lane v. Brillman 

Holberton v. Clement 

Cubitt v. Smith 

Green v. Crockett 

Cornforth v. Pointon 

Girdlestone y. Richards (and 
five other causes) 

Staniland v. Wade 

Earl of Darnley v. London, 
Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
way Co. 


Buckley v. Blackburne 


Hearn v. Bannister 

Vickers v. Todd 

Smith v. Moreton 

Fletcher v. Fletcher 

Morgan v. Morgan 

Jarvis v. Ferguson 

Mitchell v. Mitchell 

Baily v. mg td 

Phillips v. Phillips 

Lindsay v. Orrman 

Staffordshire and Worcester- 
shire Canal Co. v.  Bir- 
mingham Canal Navigation 

Duckworth v. Hudson 

Hardy v. Hardy 

Holloway v. Webber 

Piggott v. Piggott 

Tee vy. Bridger 

Marshall v. Smith 

Wetton v. Wildgoose 

Corsellis v. Patman 

Lambert v. Overton 

Adam v. King 

Eastman y. Dennis 
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Eastman vy. Dennis and An- 
other 

Yield vy. Ryman 

Cokayne v. Chanter 

Crockett v. Green 

Higgins v. Lindsay 

Hubbard v. Hubbard 

Turney v. Townsend 

Fray v. Drew 

Morocco Land and Trading 
Co. v. Fry 

Burris v. Jenkin 

McIntosh y. Great Western 
Railway Co. 

Defries v. Smith 

Walford v. Gray 

Clark vy. Levens 

Johnson vy. Plowden 

Bacon vy. Clarke 

Bayley v. Williams 

Tillyard y. Franco 

Swanston v. Smethurst 

Balne y. Cox 

South Metropolitan District 
School y. Banstead and 
Epsom Downs Railway Co, 

Dabbs v. Nugent 

Greenfield vy. Edwards 

Hodson yv. Hodson 

Inve Hall; Robinson vy, La- 
tham 

Dobie v. Moulton 

Bayley Worthington v. Wil- 
liamson 

Brierly y. Brierly 

Watlington vy. Gammie 

Brown v. Hadleigh Gas Con- 
suners’ Co, 

Dover v. Buck 


Langdon v Blake 

Burrows v. Langley 

De la Fontaine v. Coppage 

James v. James 

In re Brabyn; Brabyn v. 
Brabyn 

Nicholson v. Newton 

Waters v. Grose 

Cust v. Middleton 

Stonehouse v. Dobing 

MeLellan vy. Saint George's 
Harbour Co, 

Williams v. Wilson 

Eaton y. Attorney-General 

Fray v. Drew 

Brideoake y. Lees 

Phillips v. Wilbraham 

Forrest y. Forrest 

Soddy v Searle 

Hovil v. Humphreys 

Jones v. Dixon 

Cox vy. Reid 

Boulter v. Clark 

Austin y. Cantle 

Fowler v. Haynes 

Forman v. Harvey 

Cooke v. Benbow 

Joseph v. Metropolitan Rail- 
way Co, 

Williamson v. Shinton 

Hunter v. The General Com- 


pany of Italian  Ivriga- 
tion Canals (Cavour 


Canal) 
Parker y. Lee 
Taylor v. Kay 
Lloyd y. Shelley 
Bell vy. Sherwen 
Bland y. Daniell 


3EFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR Sik WILLIAM PAGE Woop.? 


Causes, Sc. 

Betts v. De Vitre 

Davis y. Kennard 

Dalton v. Neale 

Tillman y, Tillman 

Edgington vy. Edgington 

Hall v. James 

Fenton v. Hankins 

Richards v. Watkins 

Howard v. Woodward 

Knox y. Wells 

a vy. Marchioness of 
ely 

Buckle v. Bristow; Buckle 
v. Bristow 

Rees v. Fernie 

Blackett v. Bates 

Parsons v. North 

Foster v. Gladstone 

Payne v. Parker 

Simpson v. Brown 

Wedderburne vy. Thomas 

Hanmer vy. Chanee 

Tynte y. Beayan 

Wilson v. Bullivant 

Forbes v. Mackenzie 

Allan vy. Seott 

Hooper v. Gunn 

MeLellan v. Gunn 

Fisher y. Moon 

Underhay v. Tyler 

Higgins vy. Edgell 

Hart v. Stothert 

Cooper v. Burial Board of Ut- 
toxeter 

Tynte v. Hodge 

Onions y. Cohen 

Goucher vy. Clayton 

Tunstall vy. George 

Rowley, Bart., v. 
Bart. 

Kirkwood y. Thompson 

Challinor v, Bowen 


Gallwey, 


Seixo v. Provezende 

Featherstonhaugh vy. The Lee 
Moor Porcelain Co. 

Eden y, Thompson 

Cheltenham Water Works Co. 
v. Russell, Bart. 

Duke of Northumberland y. 
The Great Western and 
Brentford Railway Co, 

Frith v. Cartland 

London and South-Western 
Railway Co, v. Fitter 

Cunninghan vy. Colling 

Thompson v. Fennell 

Acland, Bart., v. Troyte 

Defries y. Levy 

Winearls v. Westby 

Tottle v. Washington 

Kay v. Barlow 

Cooke vy. Stilwell 

Stemp v. Langdon 

Honeycombe v. Peake 

Tatham vy. Drummond 

A. H. Bull y. Stanley 

Lucas vy. Clarke 

Simpson v. Holliday 

Bass v. Austin 

Hiseock v. Shrimpton 

Parker vy. Whyte 

Shears v. Dickenson 

Hansford v. Barton 

Hall y. Slack 

Forder vy. Stevens 

Edmondson y. Kilshaw 

Panton y, Smith 

Roscoe v. Waln 

Jarvis v. Moore 

Morris vy. Honeycombe 

Wingrove y. Lane 

Andrewes v. Jones 

Tennant v. Bankart 

Stepney v. Biddulph 

Sampson vy, Harrison 





The Temple Pier Company Catlow v. Catlow 
(Limited) v. the Metro- Lomas v. Beard 
politan Board of Works Sargent v. Coates 
Peacock v. Peacock Spokes vy. The Banbury 


Local Board of Works 
Fletcher v. Goodall 


Fenton v. Fenton 
Holmes v. Bridge 





Exchequer Chamber. 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 





QUEEN’s BENCH. 
Saturday ......000.3000 Nov. 26 | Tuesday ...........000 Nov. 29 
Monday ..........0000 sx 6-28) 

ComMMON PLEAS. 

3 ' 
WROCOSUA osceacducecdsnccaiarancacicadsuteceres on esdacesainin Nov. 30 
EXcHrqvenr. 

ENR Sct orecek «zs Dec. 1 | Friday ............seeee Dec. 2 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
LEGAL INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

























} ! | Peary 
| | Last Divi- 
> | No. of |Amount dend 
share, | Name. | Shere: Paid, be rg Pay- 
tion. | able. 
| | 
eesee tenis } | 
| } | | 
£50 | English and Scottish Law) sd | £6. oT 
DUE cccucslamsvashehiaguaenass 20,000 | 3 10 0) 40 03- early 
100 | Equity and Law Life ...... | 10,000} 6 0 0) 8 0 ol Yearly 
"304 | Equitable Reversionary.... 7,300 { “ - da } 0 javely 
100 | Law Fire 50,000 | 2 10 015 0 0 Yearly 
100 Law Life .. 10,000 110 0 0184 0 0} Do. 
10 | Law Union........ . 100,000 | 0 10 0; 016 Gi4-yearly 
25 5,000 25 0 0} — Do. 
20} 5,000 j20 0 0} — | Do. 
50 | Legal and General ........ 20,000'6 9 0} 7 5 0 Do. 
50 | London and Proivncial | | 
CS ee 20,000 | 2 0 04 0 0} Do. 
— | Law Property and Life | 
[”  RUBIOIOR, ccccsicsasaniasoos fo - {/- Do. 
50 | Solicitors’ and General...) 20,000 | 1 5 0,1 5 0| Do. 
25 | Victoria and Legal and 
CommerCial .......c0000+ 8166/5 0 (6 5 Of-yearly 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


RIRTHS. 

BESLEY—On Oct. 28, at Holland-crescent, Brixton, the wife of 
Edward T. E. Besley, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 
of a daughter. : 

JESSEL—On Oct. 31, Mrs. Henry Jessel, of Craven-hill-gardens, of a 


son. 

LANE—On Oct. 28, at The Lawn, Rugby, the wife of John Lane, 

Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 
MARRIAGES. 

BELL—CHADWELL—On Oct. 26, at Trinity Church, Gray’s-inn-road, 
Mr. W. L. Bell, Solicitor, of Great James-street, Bedford-row, 
London, to Eliza White, eldest daughter of Mr, Thomas Chadwell, of 
Peterborough. 7 

BROOK—TRENDELL—On Oct. 26, at St. Nicholas, Abingdon, 
William Pitt Brook, De Crespigny-park, Denmark-hill, youngest son 
of R. J. Brook, Esq., Poultry, to Charlotte Georgianna, youngest 
daughter of Edwin J, Trendell, Esq., The Abbey House, Abingdon. 

PIPER—DONALD—On Oct. 25, at Great Budworth Church, Cheshire, 
J.P. Piper, M.A., Trinity College, Cambridge, Solicitor, Bedford, to 
Mary Frances, third daughter of Joseph Donald, Esq., Arley, 
Northwich, Cheshire. 

DEATHS, 


CHUBB—On Oct. 30, at Malmesbury, Anne, the wife of Thomas 
Chubb, Esq., Solicitor, aged 73. i 
COWDELL—On Oct. 31, at Hinckley, Leicestershire, aged 48, Harriet, 

wife of Mr. William Cowdell, jun., Solicitor. 
DUDLEY—On Oct. 31, at Oxford, Selena Ives, wife of Mr. J.C. Dudley, 
Solicitor. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


@Minding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Frrpay, Oct. 28, 1864. 
LimiTEp In CHANCERY. 
West Central Horse and Carriage Repository (Limited),—Petition for 
winding-up, presented Oct 26, to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Nov 5. Matthews & Greetham, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frarpay, Oct. 28, 1864. 
Independent Benevolence Friendly Society, ‘Southwold Arms, New 
Lakenham, Norwich. Oct 21. 
Tradesmen Society, Wickham Market, Suffolk, Oct 25. 
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Creditors under 22 & 23 Virt. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Oct. 28, 1864, 
A’Barrow, Hy, Sturt Farm, Stalbridge, Dorset, Yeoman, Dee 31. 
Melmoth, Sherborne. 
Barrow, Jas, Stoke Prior, Worcester, Gent. Dec 24. B. H. Sanders, 
Worcester. 
Batt. John, Old Broad-st, Silk Merchant. Dec I, 
hall-st, 
Britton, Hy, Church-st, New Kent-rd. Dec 1, Graham & Lyde, 
Mitre-ct Chambers, Temple. 
Capes, Edwd, Whitechapel-rd, Saddler and Harness Maker. Dec 10. 
ones & Starling, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Dean, Wm, Old Pale, Eddisbury, Chester, Farmer. Dec 1. Green, 
Northwich. 
Gaitskell, Hy, Up Brunswick-pl, Hove, Sussex, Esq. Dee 19. Boxall, 
Brighton. 
Gass, Thos, Underbarrow, Kendal, Westmoreland, Yeoman, Nov 28. 
Harrison & Son, Kendal. 
Green, John, Washington-rd, Sheffield, Gent. Nov 28. Binney & Son, 
Sheffield. 
Huxley, Geo Knight, North Bank, Regent’s-park, Gent. Dec 1, Chil- 
ton & Co, Chancery-lane. 
Johnston, Magdalene, College-st, Chelsea, Widow. Dec 25, Church 
& Sons, Bedford-row. 
Jones, Wm, Ensign in H. M.’s 3lst Regiment of Foot, Ferozepore, 
East Indies. Dec 3!. Graham & Lyde, Mitre-ct Chambers, Temple. 
Lucy, Fras Wm, Hanley Castle, Worcester, Hop and Cider Merchant, 
Jan 19. Pidcock & Son, Worcester. 
McKenzie, John Jackson, Dover-pl, New Kent-rd, Distiller. Dec 1, 
Pritchard & Sons, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctors’-commons. 
Master, Eliz, Runcorn, Chester, Widow. Dec 1. Green, Northwich. 
Mills, Geo, en, Lincoln and Nottingham, Farmer, Jan 14. Cart- 
wright & Son. 
Mytton, Hy Geo, Cleobury North, Salop, Esq. Dee 31. Ludlow. 
Newall, Jas, Sioane-st, Chelsea, Whitesmith. Dec 10. Wild & Barber, 
Tronmon ger-lane, 
ag Mrs. Jane, Plymouth, Devon, Widow. Nov 18, Marshall, 
ruro. 
Richardson, John, Bank House. Barlby, York, Miller and Wine and 
Spirit Merchant. Dec 21. Weddall ‘< Parker, Selby. 
Routh, Wm, Eliot Vale, Blackheath, Kent, Esq. Dec 10. Smith & 
Fawdon, Bread-st. 
Sheldon, Ann, Edgbaston, Birm, Spinster. Jan 26. Mason, Birm. 
‘Tarleton, Dame Priscilla Susanna, Cheshunt, Hertford, Widow, Jan 
27. Walters & Co, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuespay, Nov. }, 184. 
Argent, Jas, Bishopsgate-st Without. Dec 1. 
Moorgate-st. 
Bartram, Thos, Welham, Clarborough, Nottingham, Yeoman, Dec. 
20. Sharlock, Carlton-upon-Treut. 
Bingham, W illiam Baring de Lothiniere, Broome-park, Barham, 
Kent, Esq. Nov 29. Torr & Co, Bedford-row. 
Clemans, Jane Cathcart, Weston- -super-Mare, Spinster. Novy 28, 
Mant & Co, Bath. 
Colling, John, Park-rd, Holloway, Gent. Nov. 28. Berkeley. 
Collyer, Fanny, Mascalls, Brentwood, Essex, Spinster. Dec. 1, 
Turner, Jermyn-street. 
FEdlin, Charles, Fawley, Berks, Wood Dealer. Dec 1. Ormond. 
Fellowes, Susan, Camden: road, Widow. Jan 17, Berkeley. 
Flockton, Wm, Sheffield, Architect. Jan 1. Branson & Son, Sheffield. 
Hudson, Matthias, Middleton, Ilkley, York, Yeoman. Nov 30. 
Siddall, Otley. 
Lister, Louisa Esther, Sunderland-house, Surbiton, Surrey, Widow. 
Dec 15. Blake, Serle-st. 
MeConochie, John, Liverpool, Civil Engineer. 
Bird, Liverpool. 
Moriggia, Peter, High-st, Camden-town, Confectioner. Dec 5. Miller, 
Sherborne-lane. 
Onions, George, Tipton, Stafford, Carrier, Dee 13. 
Canning, and Bolton & Sanders, Dudley. 
Park, Richard, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Decl. Wannop, Carlisle. 
Winstanley, Susannah, Baker-st, Commercial-rd East, Widow. Nov 
26. Ratcliff, White Horse- street. 


Herds vegtstered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Oct. 28, 1864, 

Abraham, Alfred, Edgware-rd, Jeweller. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

erg ,Jas, School-lane, Sale, Chester,Grocer. Sept 28. Asst. Reg 
et 

p> orig Thos, Lonsdale-1d, Notting-hill, Cheesemonger. Oct 19, 
Comp. Reg Oct 27. 

Bowers, Wm, ‘Ponsonby “st, Mill ean V: —— Bridge-rd, Marble 
and Stone Mason. Sept 30. Conv. Reg Oct 2 

Braithwaite, Hy, Whitehaven, Wine and Spirit aint. Sept 26. 
Conv. Reg Oc t 26. 

Clarkson, Wim, and Jonathan Clarkson, Pudsey, York, Cloth Manu- 
facturers, Sept 30. Conv. Reg Oct 28. 

Crabtree, Thos, North Gale, Halifax, Draper. Oct 10. Conv. Reg 
Oct 26, 

Crosbie, Ebenezer, New-rd, Commercial-rd East, Draper, Oct 6. 
Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Fear, Wm John Pitt. Wolverha: npton, Fruit and Potato Salesman, 
Sept 27. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

Foster, Edwd, South Shields, Outfitter. Oct 8. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Gill, Richmond Hodgson, Barnsley, York, Boot and Shoe Maker and 
Hosier. Sept 28. Asst. Reg Oct 26. 

Harper, Hy, Mile End New ‘own, Middx, Grocer. 
Reg Oct 26. 

Heaton, Wm Hy, Leeds, Stationer and Lithographer. Oct 13, Asst. 
Reg Oct ! 26, 

Hird, Chas Waistell, Darlington, Printer. Oct 4. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Jeftery, Foster, & Robt Coombs, Union-st, Southwark, Wholesale 
Confectioners, Sept 27. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

Kerschner, Geo Fredk, New Market Hotel, King-st, Smithfield, Sept 
29. Comp, Keg Oct 26, 


Steuning, Basing- 


Sheppard & Riley, 


Nov 28. Aspinall & 


Coldicott & 


Oct 20, Comp. 











Koppel, Albert, Dartmouth-park-villas, Forest-hill, Comm Agent. 
Oct 7. Comp. Reg Oct 28. 

Lea, Chas, Worcester, Butcher. Oct8. Conv, Reg Oct 26. 

——s , Lyon, Bury-st, St Mary Axe, Jeweller. Oct 20, Comp. Reg 


t 2 
Mexillan, Saml, Chorlton-upon Medlock, Manch, Cabinet Maker. 
Reg Oct 28. 

MeNicholas, Patrick Rowan, Birkenhead, Chester, Professor of the 
French Language. Oct 15. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

Marten, Geo, Brighton, Baker. Oct 12. Asst. Reg Oct 25. 

Meacham, Joseph, Ledbury, Hereford, Chemist and Druggist. Oct 
3. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Michelson, Edwd Hy, Darnley-rd, Notting-hill,Gent, Oct 12. Comp. 
Reg Oct 25, 

Milnes, Edwd, Batley Carr, nr Pewsey; York, Woollen Manufac- 
turer. Sept 28. Conv. Reg Oct 26. 

Moore, Geo, Bucknall, Stafford, Carter. Oct 21. Comp. Reg Oct <6. 

—— John, Ellingshall, nr Wolverhampton. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 

ct 26, 

Newman, Thos, City-rd, Middx, Grocer. Sept28. Asst. Reg Oct 26. 

Parnell, Richd, Southsea, Greengrocer. Oct 19. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

Ponte, ‘Salustiano, Orchard-st, Portman-square, Wine Merchant. 
Sept 28. Asst. Reg Oct 26. 

Port, Hy, Southampton, Agent and Accountant, Oct 12. Conv. 
Reg Oct 26. 

Putz, Saml, Grey Coat-pl, Westminster, Confectioner and Dealer in 
Fruit. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 24. 

Roberts, Edwin Spence, Jerusalem Coffee House, London, Shipowner. 
Oct 5. Conv. Reg Oct 27. 

a Josiah, King’s Lynn, Harness Maker. Sept 29, Asst. Reg 


— nr Founders-ct, Lothbury, Auctioneer. Oct 12. Asst. 
keg Oct 27. 
Saunders, Wm Brook, Bolton, Clothier. Sept 28. Cony. Reg Cct 26. 
—. Farge ohn, Mitcham, Surrey, Baker and Corn Dealer. Octl. Asst. 
teg ct 2 
ge Be pdued Landport, Hants, Engineer R.N. Oct 26. Conv. Reg 
t 2 


Sykes, W m, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 3, Conv. Reg Oct 26. 

Tabor, Jas, Bath, Baker and Corn Dealer. Oct8. Asst. Reg Oct 27. 

Thomas, Thos, Neath, Aberkenfeg and ee Glamorgan, Grocer 
and Shoe Maker. Oct 24. Conv. Reg Oct 2 

Walker, Rosetta, Upper Lansdownce-ter, Notting: -hill, Schoolmistress. 
Oct 20. Comp. Reg Oct 26. 

Watson, John, Burnley » Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Oct 3. 
Cony. Reg Oct 26. 

= — Desborough-pl, Harrow-rd, Draper. Oct 17. Comp. Reg 


Wilson, Jas, Russia-ct, Milk-st, Cheapside, Stuff Merchant. Oct 6. 

Asst, Reg Oct 27. 
Tuxspay, Nov. 1, 1864. 

Akerman, Jas, St Justin ees Cornwall, Chemist and Druggist. 
Oct 7. Conv. Reg Oct 3 

Arnold, Elisha, Flamstead, Hertford, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Oct 
1. Asst. Reg Oct 29, 

— ~— Gainsborough, Lincoln, Draper, Oct 7, Conv. Reg 
Oct 29. 

— Jas, Leeds, Cotton Warp Merchant. Oct 3. Asst. Reg 
ict 29, 


Bergman, Moritz, Queen-st. Cheapside, Dressing Bag Manufacturer. 
Sept 30. Asst. Reg Oct 28. 

polant. Richd, & Wm Boland, Hall-st, Birm, Gold Chain Makers. Oct 
6. Asst. Reg Oct 31. 

Cooper, Richd, John Cooper, * Abraham Cox, Birm, Ironfuunders. 
Sept 23. Conv. Reg Oct 

- ell, Fredk Chas, cara Ironfounder, Oct 26. Conv. Reg 


Nov 
Day, Thos, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Tailor. Oct 1. Conv. Reg 
Oct 29. 


Dippie, Geo Horsington, Farnworth, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 25. 
Cony. Reg Nov 1. 

Evans, David, ney fe Carmarthen, Carpenter and Grocer, Oct 26. 
Release. Reg Oct 

— Joseph Elbert, Iver, Bucks, Grocer. Oct 3. Release. Reg 

ct 31. 

Faernley, John Chas, & Jas Fearnley, Dewsbury, York, Manufacturers. 
Oct 4. Conv. Reg Nov 1. 

Fosbroke, Thos Dudley, St Ives, Hunts, Lieutenant H, M.’s 2nd Re- 
giment of Foot. Oct 10. Comp. Reg Oct 29. 

Frees, Hy, & Jacob Frees, Spicer-st, Brick- ie Machine Clothing 
Manufacturers. Novl. Comp. Reg Nov 

Fricker, Fredk Wm, Kingston-on-Thames, Gas Fitter. Oct 11. Asst. 
Reg Oct 31. 

Genders, Jas, Birm, Haberdasher. Oct 3. Conv. Reg Oct 31. 

Haigh, Chas Perry, "& Hy Haigh, Gt Turnstile, Holborn, Shirt Manu- 
facturers. Oct 8. Asst Reg Oct 29. 

Heath, Geo, Leek, Stafford, Draper. Oct 6. Conv. Reg Nov 1. 

Hicks, Harry Wm, Swansea, Grocer. Oct 14. Conv. Reg Oct 31. 

Hill, Jas, Frome, Somerset, Manufacturer. Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 29. 

Hoyle, Jas, Rochdale, Commission Agent. Oct 24, Asst. Reg Oct 3!. 

Hutchinson, Hy, Ipswich, Hair Dresser. Oct22. Release. Reg Oct 28. 

Jackson, Jas, Stoney Middleton, Derby, Grocer, Oct 5. Conv. Reg 
Oct 31. 

Johnston, Geo, Mincing-lane, Merchant. Cct4. Conv. Reg Oct 29. 

Jones, Hy , Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Oct 26. Comp. Reg ct 31, 

King, Geo Wm, John Burton, & Thos Hipwell, Croydon, Builders. 
Sept 20. Asst. Reg Oct 28. 

Langlands, Nathan, Dartford, Kent, Grocer.and Cheesemonger. Oct 
6. Asst Reg Oct 29. 

Lewis, Isaac, & Abraham Lewis, East Stonehouse, Devon, Picture 
Frame Makers. Oct 25. Release. Reg Oct 31. 

Lloyd, Wm Hy, John Alex Lloyd, & Alfred Ashkenaz Lloyd, Lea 
Works, Limehouse, Tin Case and Packing Case Manufacturers, 
Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oct 26, 

Miller, —_ Windsor-st, Putney, Licensed Victualler. Cct 3. Conv. 


Re 2 Oct 3 
mills Robt, & John Mills, Durham, Drapers. Oct 5, Comp. Reg 
et 29, 
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Mobbs, Geo Wm, East India Chambers, Leatonheli-st, Ship and In- 
surance Broker. Oct 20. Asst. Reg Oct 3 

Mulreany, ate Penton-st, Pentonville, Sewete Oct 22, Comp. 
Reg Oct 29. 

Naylor, John, Gt aad st, Westminster, Haberdasher. Oct 13, 
Comp. Reg Oct 2: 

Neville, Jas, Lpool, we Dealer. Oct 6. Release. Reg Oct 3l. 

— —_— Stoke-upon-Trent, Farm Bailiff. Oct 3, Cony. Reg 


Oct 2! 

nee Arsene, segue -p], Brompton, Wine Merchant. Oct 26. 
Release. Reg 

he voy od Wm Hy, Praed: st, Paddington, Corn Merchant. Oct 1. Cony. 
Re t 2 

Robbins, Mark, High-st, Hoxton, Keeper of the British Ale Stores. 
Oct 26. Conv. Reg Nov 1. 

a Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Agent. Oct 11, Conv. Reg 

ov 

Robinson, Thos, Halifax, York, Grocer. Oct 3. Conv. Reg Oct 31. 

Robinsen, Pim — Newcastlo-upon- Tyne, Innkeeper. Sept 30. 
Comp. mag Oe 

Schwertzer, hehe Richd, Mark-lane, Commission Merchant. Oct 
20. Conv. Reg Nov 1 

aa iy ng cme Manch, Wire Netting Manufacturer. Oct 3. Asst. 
Reg Oct 31. 

smith, Benj, Halifax, Worsted Spinner. Oct 12. Cony. Reg Oct 31. 

Spencer, ae Burnley, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Oct 4. Cony. 
Reg Oct 3 

Stevens, ae Putney, Builder. Oct 4. Asst. Reg Oct 31. 

Thorpe, Matthew, ‘Spalding, Lincoln, Corn Factor. Oct ll. Conv. 
Reg Oct 29. 

ae Jas. Huddersfield, Commission Agent. Oct 20. Cony. 
Reg Nov 1! 

Wood, David, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Oct 15, Comp. Reg 


Nov I. 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Oct. 28, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 

Atkinson, Wm, Westbournue-st, Pimlico, Tailor. Pet Oct 25. Nov 22 
atll., Hill, Basinghall-st, 

Babington, Alfred, Lower Doctor-st, Walworth, Engraver. Adj Oct 
22. Nov l5atl. Aldridge, 

Barton, John Geo, Old Broad-st, Metal Broker. Pet Oct 25. Nov 22 
at 12. Lawrence, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Brassington, Thos, Croydon, Builder. Adj Oct 22. Nov 15 at 1. 
Aldridge. . 

Bridges, Stephen Robt, Cotton-st, Mile End, Wood and Stone Paviour. 
Pet Oct 24. Nov li at ll. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Busby, Robt, Salmon-lane, Limehouse, Dairyman., Adj Oct 26. Nov 
22 at 12. Daniel, Quality-ct. 

Coleman, Robt, Pont-st, Belgrave-sq, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 25. Nov 
15 at 2. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Dell, Chas, Mitcham-common, Journeyman Silk Printer. Pet Oct. 24. 
Nov 15 at 12. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Thos, Bermondsey-st, Southwark, Greengrocer and Bacon 
Dryer. Adj Oct 22. Nov7atl. Aldridge. 

Fisher, Geo, Stafford-pl, Vauxhall-rd, Pimlico, Coal Merchant. Adj 
Oct 22. Nov loatl. Aldridge. 

French, Wm John Blake, Wilton, Surgeon. Adj Oct 26. Nov 22 at 1. 
Stocken, Leadenhall-st, for Lomer, “Southampton. 

Gans, Hy, Leman-st, Goodman’ s+ fields, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. 
Adj Oct 26. Nov 22at1. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 

Gibbs, Wm, Upper Stamford-st, Blackfriars, Machinist. Adj Oct 22. 
Nov 15 atl. Aldridge. 

Gladwish, Edwd, Ore, Sussex, Carpenter and Builder, Pet Oct 24. 
Nov ld at tl. Gregson, Angel-ct, Throgmorton-st. 

Gosden, Geo. Freshwater, Isie of Wight, Builder. Pet Oct 25. Noy 
22 at i. Ley, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Grant, Colin Alex Milne, Westhourne- park-rd, Coal Agent. Adj Oct 
26. Nov 22atl. Rodwell, Connanght-ter, Edgware-rd, 

Gunning, Wm, Moor-st, Chelsea, Architect. Adj Oct 26. Nov 22 at 
1. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Hadrill, Ebenezer, Brabant-ct, Philpot-lane, Merchant. Adj Oct 22. 
Nov lbatl. Aldridge. 

Hall, Sami, Caver. sham, Oxford, Publican and Fly Driver. Adj Oct 22. 
Nov 2iat2. Aldridge. 

Halliday, ¢ ‘has John, Cleveland-sq, Hyde-park. Adj Oct 20. Novy 22 
atl2, Aldridge. 

Harrigan, Peter, Cumberland-pl, Paddington, Tailor. Pet Oct 24. 
Nov l5at 12. Haynes, Paddington. 

Hatch, Josiah Joseph, Judd st, Euston-rd, Boot Dealer. Adj Oct 20. 
Nov7atl. Aldridge. 

Head, Geo, Pantechnicon, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 25. 
Nov 14 at 12. Lawrence, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Henderson, John, Vauxhall-walk, Lambeth, Oil and Colour Maker. 
Pet Oct 25. Nov l5at2. Spencer, Coleman-st-bidgs. 

Hewson, Thos, Hewlett-rd, Old Ford, Law Clerk. Pet Oct 24. Nov 
sat 2, Toeque, Basinghall-st. 

Hopkins, Hy Chas, Castle-st, Leicester-sq, Engineer and Water- 
proofer, AdjOct 20. Nov 7atl. Aldridge. 

Jennings, Wm, Alfred-cottage, Highgate, Sub-Contractor for Ground 
Work. Pet Oct 25. Nov 15at2. Philp & Son, Bucklersbury. 

Kelly, Nathaniel, White-st, Southwark, Merchant. Adj Oct 22. Nov 
lat !. Aldridge. 

Millis, Wm Fortye, Ofiord-rd, Barnsbury, Dealer in Bottled Beer and 
Ales. Pet Oct 24. Nov 22at 12. Longley, Moorgate: st 

Mose, Geo. Cannon st, Gent. Pet Oct 21. Nov 15 at 12. Terrell, 
Basinghall-st. 

Nelson, Wm, General Dealer, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford, Adj Oct 22. 
Nov 22 at 2. Aldridge. 

Newman, John Iv, Albert-ter, Notting-hill, Watch and Clock Manu- 
facturer. Pet Oct 24. Nov liati2. Shiers. New-inn. 

Parks, Freak, Charles st, Stepney, Butcher, Pet Oct 25. Nov 22 at 
1. Francis, Tokenhouse-yard, 

Needer, Richd Wm, Cleveland-st, Bethnal-greeu. Wheelwright. Adj 
Oct 26. Nov 22at1. Abbott, St Mark-st, Gt Prescott-st. 

Richardson, John Moses, Slaugham, Sussex, ‘limber Dealer. Adj 
Oct 22, Nov7atl. Aldridge. 








Roberts, Wm, Lower Sloane-st, Chelsea, Oil and Colourman. Adj 
Oct 26. Nov l4at1. Farrar, Gt Carter-lane. 

Scilitoe, Nathan, James-st, Oxford-st, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 10. 
Nov li at ll. Branvwell, Scott's s-yard, Bush-lane. 

Silverston, Zaleg, Euston- rd, Manufacturing Jeweller. Pet Oct 25. 
Nov 15 at 2. Sampson, New Broad-st. 

Thompson, Lewis, Barnsbury-road, Islington, not in business. Adj 
Oct 25. Nov 22 at2. Doy ‘le, Verulam-bldgs 

Tighe, John Chas, Featherstone-bldgs, Holborn, Comm Agent. Adj 
Oct 22. Nov7atl. Aldridge. 

Tovey, George Stephen, Stanford-rd, Fulham, Grocer. Pet Oct 25. 
Nov 22 at ll. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Villiers, Arthur J ulian, Hanover-st, Pimlico, Lieutenant H.M.’s Navy, 
Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 24. Nov 8at 1. Longley, 
Moorgate-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 


Allott, Jas, Swinton, Coal Miner. Pet Oct 25. Rotherham, Nov 14 
at 3. Hirst, Rotherham. 

Ambler, Wm, Shrewsbury, Grocer. Adj Oct 26. Birm, Nov 1t at 12. 
James & poy Birm. 

Ashworth, Jas Taylor, Buersill Head, nr Rochdale, Farm Labourer. 
Pet Oct 25. Oldham, Nov 17 at 12. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Bailey, Chas Lane, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Pet Oct 
22. Luton, Nov7at4. Scargill, Luton. 

Bateman, John, Halifax, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 24. Halifax, Nov 15 at 
10. Holroy de, Halifax. 

Bentham, Wm, Wellhouse Brewery, nr Ferry-hill, Durham, Common 
Brewer. Pet Oct 12. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 9 at 12, Thornton, 
Bishop Auckland, and Harle & Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Beswick, Matthew Hy, Aston New Town, nr Birm, Factor’s Clerk. 
Pet Oct 26, Birm, Nov 23 at 10. Allen, Birm. 

Bexton, Saml, Long Eaton, Derby, Lacemaker. Pet Oct 26. Derby, 
Nov li at 12. Eddowes, Derby 

sricknell, John, Birm, Ivory a Pet Oct 18. Birm, Nov Il at 
12. Foster, Birm. 

Brown, Renaldo Robts, Marnhull, Dorsct, Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 24. 
Exeter, Nov l6at 1. Chitty, Shaftesbury, and Terrell, Exeter. 

Butler, Geo, Cheltenham, Butcher and Coal Dealer. Adj Oct 1). 
Cheltenham, Nov 8 at i. toodle, Cheltenham. 

Caen, Hy Isidore, Manch, Manufactnrer of Feathers. Pet Oct 25. 
Manch, Nov 10 at ll. Fox, Manch. 

Clutterbuck, Jas, Stroud, Farmer, Adj Oct 21. Bristol, Nov9 at 1. 
Abbott & Leonard, Bristol. 

Coates, John, Loughborough, Union Clerk. Pet Oct 27. Notting- 
ham, Nov ldat Jl. Giles, Loughborough. 

Cohen, Dayid, Birm, Tailor. Pet Oct 24, Birm, Nov 7at12. Duke, 
Birm. 

Coombs, Robt Champion, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 24. 
Bristol, Nov 9 at 12. Benson. 

Corbett, Joseph, Birm, Builder. Pet Oct 26. Birm, Nov 10 at 12. 
Kinnear, Birm. 

Crick, Richd, Sunderland, Teacher of Navigation. Pet Oct 24 (for 
pan). oe Nov Il at 12. Dixon, Sunderland, 

Day, Hy, Ipswich, Painter. Pet Oct 24. Ipswich, Nov 9at ll. Rosr, 
Ipswich 

Duckworth, John, and Christopher Parker, Rishton, nr Blackburn, 
Manufacturers. Pet Oct 22. Manch, Nov 18 at 12. Richardson, 
Manch., 

Dutfield, Saml, Mathon, Butcher and Beerhouse Keeper. Adj Oct 17. 
Ledbury, Nov 29 at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 

Evans, Jas, Ettingshall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Labourer and 
Buteher. Pet Oct 24. Wolverhampton, Nov 24 at 12. Walker, 
Wolverhampton. 

Evans, John, Blackheath, Stafford, Charter Master and Dogger. Tet 
Oct 21. Oldbury, Nov 19 at 10. Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

Farmer, Penj, Norwich, Schoolmaster. Pet Oct 22. Norwich, Nov 7 
at ll. Chittock. Norwich. 

Fletcher, Petor Smith, Lozclls, We arwick, Journeyman Coach Fitter. 
Vet Oct 21. Warwick, Nov 28 10 

Fuiler sobn Hy, Bishop Monkte m, York, Farmer and Commercial 
Traveller. Pct Oct 24. Leeds, Nov 1M at Ii. Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. 

Glasson, John, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Engincer. Tet 
Oct 25. Newark, Nov Sat ll. Ashley, Newark-upon- lreni. 

Gradwell, Geo, Lpool, Assistant to a Butcher. Pet Oct 24. Lpool, 
Nov Vat 3. Goldrick, Lpool 

Hamilton, John. Wednesfield, Stafford, Ground Bailiff. Pet Oct 24. 
Wolverhampton, Nov 24 at i>. Cressweil, Willenhall. 

Heath, John, jun, Heanor, Derby, Lace Maker. Pet Oct 19, Derby, 
Nov l5 at 12. Leech, Derby. . 
Hopkins, Wm, jnn, Birm, Picture Frame Maker. Pet Oct 25. Birm, 

Nov 28 at 10. Duke, Birm. 
forton, Geo, Newtown, Stafford, Innkeeper and Bricklayer. Pet Oct 
24. Lichfield, Nov 7 at 10. Wilson, Lichfield, 

IIughes, Chas Fredk, Westbromwich, Stafford, Coal and Iron Mer- 
chant. Adj Oct 19. Birm, Nov 17 at 12. Kinnear, Birm. 

Hughes, John, Lpool, Butcher. Pet Oct 24. Lpool, Nov 10 at 3. 
Husband, Lpool. 

Ilyde, Joseph Hy, Frimley, Surrey, Farmer. Pet Oct 19. Farnham, 
Nov 9 at 12. White, Guildford. 

Ivens, Chas, Burgess, Coventry, Licensed Victualler and Comm 
Agent. Pet Oct 21. Coventry, Nov8 atl. Overell, Coventry. 

Jackson, Edwin Fox, Sheffield, Fancy Goods Dealer and Shipping 
Agent. Cet Oct 17. Sheffield, Nov 15 at 11. Cooper & Son, Manch, 
and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Jones, John, Glyncorrwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Oct 24. Neath, 
Nov 9atll. Cuthbertson, Neath. 

Keller, Hy, Swansea, Publican. Adj Oct 12. Swansea, Nov 9at 12. 

Lindhard, Sophus Fredk Mathias, Hartlepool, General Merchant and 
Ship Broker. Pet Oct 25. N stle-upon-Tyne, Nov 9 at 12. 
lodge & Harle, Neweastle-upor e. 

Lloyd, Thos, Swansea, Bakcr, G iocer, and Butcher. Vet Oct 24. 
Swansea, Nov 9 at 12. Morris, swansea. 

Marshall, Jas, Stanhill, Oswaldtwistle, Taneeetiiis Cotton Manufac- 
turer. Pet Oct 20. Manch, Nov 9at 12. Wood, Manch. 

Marriott, Saml, Stroud, Draper’s Assistant. !et Oct 24 (for pau), 
Stroud, Novy 11 at 10, 
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ae erm, Bristol, Beershop Keeper. Adj July 30. Bristol, Nov 


Pleydell ‘Thos Baker, Bradford, Devon, ator in the Royal Marines. 
Pet Oct 26. Exeter, Nov ll at 2. Laidman & Tremewen, Exeter. 
a Rev Spencer Percival, Clerk, Prisoner for ong Leicester. 

Pet Oct 25. Birm, Nov 14 at 12. Miles & Co, Leice 

Fs ny Raymond, Chester, out of business. Pet { Oct 24, Ches- 
ter, Nov 11 at 10. Cartwright, Chester. 

Robathan, Evan, Cwmburla, Swansea, Sorter at Tin Works, Pet Oct 
24. Swansea, Nov 9at12, Morris, Swansea. 

Ross, Wm, Harrogate, Greengrocer and Fishmonger. Pet Oct 26. 
Knaresborough, Nov 9at 10. Harle, Leeds. 

Saalfeld, Albert Saml, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Pet Sept 22, Leeds, 
Nov l4at itl. North & Sons, Leeds. 

Salter, John Wm, Gt Torrington, Devon, Professor of Music. Pet Oct 
24. Torrington, Nov 10at ll. Tapley, Gt Torrington. 

Simpson, Wm, Manch, Beer Retailer. Pet Oct 24. Manch, Nov 9 at 
il. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Smith, Wm, Winlaton, Durham, Painter. Pet Oct 24 (for pau). 
Durham, Nov 11 at 12. Dixon, Sunderland. 

Thompson, Francis, Amber Mills, nr Alfreton, Derby, Mustard 
eae. Pet Oct 24, Sheflield, Nov 15 at 11. Jessop, 

rich. 

Whiston, Fredk Wm, Birm, Chemist. Pet Oct 27. Birm, Nov 11 at 
12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Whittaker, Jas, Bacup, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet Oct 21. 
Manch, Nov ll at t2. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Williams, Thos Jones, Lpool, Assistant to a Hosier. Pet Oct 22. 
Lpool, Nov 8 at 3. Henry, Lpool, 

Winfield, Hy King, Bury St Edmunds, Pig and Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 
19, Bury St Edmunds, Nov 9 at 11. Walpole, Beyton. 

Windrow, Geo, Manch, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 25. Manch, Nov 
10 at 9.39. Whitworth, Manch. 

Vowles, Stephen, Bristol, Painter and Glazier, Pet Oct 24. Bristol, 
Nov 9at 12. Williams, 

TueEspay, Novy. 1. 
To Surrender in London. 

Behrends, Edwd, Cleveland-rd, Islington, out of business. Pet Oct 
27. Nov2lati2. Murray, GtSt Helen’s. 

Colson, Wm, and Louis Player Miles, Perry-vale, Forest-hill, Kent, 
Brewers and Coal Merchants. Pet Oct 28, Nov 21 atl. Lawrence 
& Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Counseil, Walter, Park-ter, Regent’s-pk, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
Oct 28. Nov2] atl. Hempson, Paddington 

Delves, Hy Parkins, Ipswich, Butcher. Pet Oct 29. Nov 26 at 11. 
Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Carey-st. 

Durling, Wm, Devonshire-st, ’Mile-end, Butcher. Pet Oct 24, Novy 21 
at 2.. Aldridge. 

Diirr, Friederich, Union. st, Whitechapel, Baker. Pet Oct 28. Novy 26 
at 11. Aldridge. 

French, Wm, Robinson-ter, Lower-rd, Deptford, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Oct 27. Nov 21 at ll. Philp, Bucklersbury, 
London. 

Griffin, Wm, Star-corner, Bermondsey, Lamp and Parafline Oil 
Dealer. Pet Oct 28, Nov 26atll. Aldridge. 

Harris, Thos, Mitre-ter, Downham-rd, Hackney, Guten. Pet 
Oct 27. Nov 21 at 12. Philp, Bucklersbury. 

Hicks, Chas Robt, Guildford, Surrey, Draper. Pet Oct 28. Nov 14 at 
Il, Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry. 

Lawrence, Wm, Winterslow-pl, North Brixton, Coal Merchant. Pet 
Oct 26. Noy 2tatll. Gregory, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 

Lee, Edward John Smyth, Grafton-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Literary 
Writer. Pet Oct 27, Nov 2lat Il. Farnfield, Serle-st. 

Millard, Wm, Brunswick-st, Islington, out of business. Pet Oct 24 
(for pau). Nov2lat2. Aldridge. 

Mumford, Wm, & Hy Mumford, ‘Kingston-upon-Thames, Boot and 
Shoe Makers. Pet Oct 28. Nov 2lat 12. Wilkinson & Matthews, 
Cannon-row, Westminster. 

Murrell, Owen, Sewardstone-rd, Old Ford, Wood Turner. Pet Oct 28 
(forpau). Nov 26at1l. Aldridge. 

New, Jas, North Hyde, Southall, Middx, Grocer. Pet Oct 29. Nov 
21atl. Marshall, Hatton garden. 

North, John Robt, Hawthorn-grove, Penge, Surrey, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet Oct 27. Nov zlat1l. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Oliver, Thos Newman, Old Fish-st, Cocoa Nut Matting Manufacturer. 
Pet Oct 28. Nov 26 at 11, Van Sandau & Cumming, King-st, 
Cheapside. 

Orchard, Francis, jun, Norfolk-st, Forest-gate, Accountant. Pet Oct 
24 (for pau). Nov 2tat 2. Aldridge. 

Parkin, Wm Douglas, Malvern-ter, Kilburn, Builder. Pet Oct 26. 
Nov 2l at ll. Hewitt, Nicholas-lane. 

Payn, Wm Thos, Lymington, Southampton, Outfitter. Pet Oct 18. 
Nov 15 at ll. Read & Phelps, Gresham-st. 

Rickets, Thos, Chandos-st, Covent-garden, Gas Apparatus Manufac- 
turer. Pet Oct 28. Nov 2I at 12. Tyrrell, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Russell, Hy, Aldermanbury, Woollen Merchant and Clothier. Pet Oct 
15. Novi4at2. Torr & Co, Bedford-row. 

Swift, Joseph, Drummond-st, Euston-rd, Professor of Singing. Pet 
Oct 27. Nov 2latil. Levy, Henrietta-st, Covent-garden, 

Taylor, Wm, Prince Patrick-pl, Millwall, out of business. Pet Oct 27, 
Nov 21 at 12. Wood & Ring, Basinghall-st. 

Timms, Wm, Grafton-rd, Kentish-town, Carman. Pet Oct 28. Nov 
2tatl. Wood & Ring, were gg” mh 

Troeschel, Jacob, Providence-pl, Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Bread and Bis- 
cuit Baker. Pet Oct 27. Nov 2! at12, Lewis & Sons, Wilming- 
ton-sq. 

Tylceoat, Joseph, White Hart-st, Drury-lane, Furniture Dealer. Pet 
Oct 24 (for pau). Nov2tat2. Aldridge. 

Williams, Wm Chas Haddy, Croydon, Surrey, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Pet Oct 28, Noy 2l atl. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Alty, Hugh, Farrington, nr Preston, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Oct 24. 
Lancaster, Nov ll at 10. Gardner, Manch. 

Aulsebrook, Fredk, & Wm Kiley, Nottingham, Smallware Dealers. 
Pet Oct 27. Nottingham, Dec 7 at 11. Ashwell, jun, Nottingham. 

Ayers, Caroline, High Orchard, Gloucester, Haulier, Pet Oct 29. 
Bristol, Nov 1) at 11. Henderson, Bristol, 





Bevan, Hy Lea, Birkenhead, out of bus:ness. Pet Oct 28. Lpool, 
Nov I4at 11, Bateson & Co, Lpool. 

Blackshaw, Thos, Preston, Lancaster, Grocer. Adj Oct 17. Manch, 
Nov 16 at LL. 

Boulton, Thos, Wolstanton, Stafford, Potter. Pet Oct 29. Tunstall, 
Nov 19 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Brookes, John, Rochdale, Clogger. Pet Oct 27, Rochdale, Nov 15 at 
11. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Burgess, Ann, Winnington-hill, nr Northwich, Chester, Salt Manu- 
oor gd and Grocer. Pet Oct 27. Lpool, Nov l4at ll. Littledale, 


Lpool. 

Byrne, Robt, Lpool, Stock and Share Broker. Pet Oct 19. Lpool, Nov 
12 at 11. Norris "& Son, Lpool. 

Carter, Geo, Newport, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 20, 
Newport, Nov 9 at 11. Goodere, Newport. 

Chappell, John, Horbury, York, Scribbling Miller. Pet Oct - Bac 
Nov 2l at 11. Rayner, Horbury, and Bond & Barwick, Lee’ 

Clarke, Wm, Carmarthen, Grocer. Pet Oct 27. eee ‘Nov 10 
at 12. Jeffries, Carmarthen. 

Cooper, John, Ludworth, Derby, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Oct 27. 
Hyde, Nov 16 at 12, Hibbert, Hyde. 

Cowap, Edmund, Stephenson, Chester, Manager of Oil and Grease 
Works. Pet Oct 28. Chester, Nov 11] at 10. Cartwright, Chester. 
Curry, Joseph, Thirsk, York, Horse Dealer. Pet Oct 26. Leeds, Nov 

l14at 11. Robinson, Richmond, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Davock, Thos, Manch, Army Contractor. Pet Oct 28. ‘Manch, Nov 14 
at Il. Stead, Manch. 

Dean, Jas, Burnley, Lancaster, Tailor. Pet Oct 28. Manch, Nov 18 
2S Il, a! Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley, and Cobbett & Wheeler 
fanc 

Dillow, Thos, Moulton, Northampton, Labourer. Pet Oct 29. North- 
ampton, Nov 19 at 12. Cook, Wellingborough. 

Drage, Thos Wykes, Bozeat, Northampton, Grocer and Labourer. 
Pet Oct 27. Wellingborough, Novy 16 at 12, Cook, Welling- 
borough. 

Dunstan, Joseph, Truro, Cornwall, Merchant. Pet Oct 12. Excter, 
Nov 16 at 12, Carly on & Paull, Truro, and Terrell, Exeter. 

Elsworth, Wm, Bramley, York, out of business. Pet Oct 27. Leeds, 
Nov l4at 11, Hill, Bradford. 

Gill, Robt, Leeds, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 22. Leeds, Novy 14 at Il. 
Rooke, Leeds. : 

Goode, Tracy, Weobly, Hereford, Tailor. Pet Oct 26. Leominster, 
Nov 10 at 2, Garrold, Hereford. 

Govier, Isaac, Taunton, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 29, Exeter, Nov 18 at 1. 
Pinchard & Son, Taunton, and Clarke, Exeter. 

Griffiths, Josph, Abbey Foregate, Shrewsbury, Salop, Cabinet Maker. 
Pet Oct 24, Shrewsbury, Nov 10 atll. Dickin, Shrewsbury. 

Guest, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 27. 
Birm, Nov l4at 12. Green, Birm. 

Hallam, Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Journeyman Potter. Pet Oct 21. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Nov 12at1l. Moxon, Hanley. 

Jacob, Jas, Northampton, Carpenter and oo all Pet Oct 28, 
Northampton, Nov 19 at 10. Becke & Son, Northampton, 

John, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Beer Retailer. Pet Oct 24 (for pau). 
Cardiff, Nov 18 at 11. Langley. Cardiff, 

Jones, Wm, Woolton, Lancaster, Builder. Pet Oct27. Lpool, Nov l4 
at 11. Husband, Lpool. 

Knight, Joseph Birtles, Stockport, Chester, Greengrocer and Earthen- 
ware Dealer. Adj Oct 19. Stockport, Nov 18 at 12. 

Lemon, John Lionel, Birkenhead, Theatrical Manager and Comedian. 
Pet Oct 27, Salford, Nov i2 at 9.30. Swan, Manch. . 

McDowell, Jas, Chatham, Kent, Marine Store Dealer. Adj Oct 19. 
Rochester, Nov 8 at 3. 

Manser, Richd, Eastbourne, Sussex, Pork Butcher and Poulterer. 
Pet Oct 27. Lewes, Nov 11 at 10. Lamb, Brighton, 

Neatham, Hy Willets, Newbury, Berks, Draper’s Assistant. Det Oct 
29. Newbury, Nov 12 at 11. Cave, Newbury. 

Newton, Horatio, Sheffield, Chemist. Pet Oct ‘99, Sheflicld, Nov 16 
atl. Fernell, 

Owen, Geo, St David’s, Pembroke, Grocer, Pet Oct 27. Bristol, Nov 
liatll. Davies, Haverfordwest, and Nalder & Bramble, Bristol. 
Pennock, Edwd, Salford, Manch, Licensed Hawkcr. Pet Oct 22 (for 

pau). Lancaster, Nov 11 at 10. Gardner, Manch. 

Plummer, Robt, Leeds, Stuff Manufacturer and Merchant. Pet Oct 
28. Leeds, Nov I4atl!. North & Son, Leeds. 

Powell, Joseph, Askham Bryan, York, Tailor and Farmer. Pet Oct 
Ti. York, Nov l2 at 11. Mason, York. 

Rawlings, John, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Cordwainer. Pet Oct 28. 
Bristol, Nov 11 at ll. Pratt, Wootton Bassett, and Trenerry, 
Bristol. 

Rigby, John Kay, Bury, wormage Tinplate Worker. Pet Oct 28. 
Bury, Nov 27 at 12. ‘ Anderton, Bury. oer 

Roberts, Levy, Sheffield, Table Blade Maker. Pet Oct 27. Sheffield, 
Nov 16 at |. Micklethwait, Sheffield. : 

Rosson, Chas Pope, Salford, Lancaster, Chemist and Druggist., Pet 
Oct 29. Salford, Nov 12 at 9.30. Boote, Manch. 

Sherlock, Chas, Triam, nr Warrington, Lancaster, out of business. 
Pet Oct 22. Lancaster Nov 11 at 10. Gardner, Manch. 

Simpson, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Pet Oct 24. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Novy 16 at 12.30. Joel, Newcastle-upon - 
Tyne. 

Smales, Thos Gibson, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Butcher. Pet Oct 
28. Leeds, Nov 21 atil. Emsley, Leeds. 

Smith, Elizabeth, Wrightington, nr Wigan, Lancaster, Provision 
Shopkeeper. Pet Oct 22. Lancaster, Nov 11 at 10. Gardner, 
Manch. 

Smith, Fyge, Warrington, Lancaster, Fowl Dealer, Pet Oct 27. War- 
rington, Nov 24 at 12. Moore, W arrington. 

Stokes, Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Oct 26. Lpool, Nov 14 at 3. Hughes, 


pool. 

Sykes, Benj, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Pet Oct 28. Lancaster, Nov 
ll at 10. Gardner, Manch, 

Tinsley, Wm, Teignmouth, Devon, Commercial Traveller. Pet Oct 
28. ‘Newton Abbott, Nov 12 at 11. Baker, Newton Bushel. " 

Toole, Wm Jas, Leeds, Hair Dresser and Tobacconist. Pet Oct 27, 
Leeds, Nov Il at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Watson, John, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet Oct 
28, Manch, Nov llatli, Hartley, Burnley, and Boote, Manch. 
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Boiler Maker. Pet Oct 22. Manch, Nov 16 
at 12. Boote, Manch. 


Williams, Thos Lloyd, Welchpool, Coal Merchant. Adj Aug 18. 
Welchpool, Nov 17 at 11. Jones, Welchpool. 

Wood, John, Huddersfield, York, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 18. Hudders- 
field, Nov 24at 10. Taylor, Huddersfield, 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tvusgspay, Nov. I, 1864. 


Burling, Edwd Thos, & Hy Lloyd, Blackheath-hill, Carpenters and 
Builders. Oct 28. 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
Oct. 26.—By Messrs. Winstanitzy & Horwoop. 

Leasehold, 7 residences, being Nos. 24 to 30, Grosvenor-street, Cam- 
berwell, producing about £265 per annum—Sold for £1705. 

Oct. 28.—By Mr. Moxon. 

Freehold villa, being No. 39, Carlton-hill, St. John’s-wood; let at 
£55 per annum—Sold for £800, 

Freehold villa, being No. 40, Carlton-hill, aforesaid ; let at £50 per 
annum-—Sold for £700. t 

Leasehold dwelling-house, being No. 7, Oakley-street, King’s-r + 
Chelsea; let at £50 per annum ; term, 78 years unexpired ; gro oad 
rent, £10 10s. per annum—Sold for £650, und 

Nov. 1.—By Mr. V. Buckianp. 

Leasehold, 9 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 34 to 39, Chicksand-street, 
and Nos, 2, 3, and 4, John-street, Whitechapel; term, 73 years un- 
expired ; ground-rent, £32 10s. per annum—Sold for £1740. 

By Messrs. Desennam & Trwson. 

Freehold ground rent of 243 per annum, arising out of the “ British 
Lion” Tavern, situate at the corner of Langthorn-street and West 
Ham-lane, Stratford—Sold for £1,150, 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Oct. 26.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrizxp. 
Leasehold residence, being No. 2, Granville-place, Shooter’s-hill-road, 
Blackheath ; let at £100 per annum; term 80 years from 1853; 
ground-rent £12 per annum—Sold for £1000. 
Frechold dwelling-house and premises, being No. 27, Eagle-court, 
St. John’s-lane, Smithfield; let on lease at £36 per annum—Sold for 


Williams, Thos, Manch, 





£880. 

Freehold dwelling-house, being No, 12, Albemarle-street, St. John’s- 
street, Clerkenwell; let at £40 per annum —Sold for £600. 

Freehold dwelling-house and shop, being No. 9, Albemarle-strect, 
aforesaid ; let at £32 per annum—Sold for £510. 

Freehold warehouse, being No. 194, Globe-terrace. Globe-road, Mile- 
end; let on lease at £28 per annum-—Sold for £555. 

Leasehold, 3 residences, being Nos. 7,8, and 9, River-terrace, City- 
road, Islington; terms ending in 1892; ground rent £9 2s. per 
annum—Sold for £1395, 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 27, Chapel-street, Pentonville ; 
let on lease at £28 per annum; term &8 years from 1796; ground rent 
£2 12s. 6d. per annum—Sold for £250. 

Leasehold, 2 houseswith shops and back premises, being Nos. 28 and 
29, Chapel-street, Pentonville; let on lease at’£56 per annum; term 
similar to above ; ground rent £5 6s. per annum—Sold for £520, 

Leasehold dwelling-hunse and shop, being No. 30, Chapel-street, afore- 
said ; let on lease at £33 per annum ; term similar to above ; ground 
rent £2 12s. 6d. per annum—Sold for £200. 

Leasehold dwelling-house, being No. 37, White Lion-street, Penton- 
ville; term 19§ years unexpired; ground rent £1 3s. per annum— 
Sold for £290. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 25, Percival-street, Clerkenwell; let 
at £35 per annum, term 14} years unexpired; ground rent £5 per 
annum--Sold for £170, 

Oct. 27.—By Mr. J. J. Cuemmans & Son. 

Freehold, 44 houses and buildings, situate in the rear of Fuller’s 
Almshouses, Old Kent-road, producing £4135 per annum—Sold for 
£4,850, 

Oct. 28.—By Messrs. Eris & Son. 

Freehold warehouse, situate No. 74, Lower Thames-street, City ; let on 
lease at £120 per annum—Sold for £2500, 

Leasehold, 2 residences, being Nos. 4 and 5, Spencer-place, Brixton- 
ay producing £80 per annum; term, 64 years unexpired—Sold 
for £265. 

Oct. 31.— By Messrs. H. Brown & T. A. Roberts. 

Freehold residence, with coach-house and stabling, garden and pad- 
docks, situate at Penge, Surrey—Sold for £3000. 

Nov. 1.—By Messrs. PutLEN, Horne, & EversFre.p. 

Reversionary lease of business premises, being No. 44, Lombard- 
street, City; term, 21 years, to commence from Michaelmas-day, 
1866, if 3 persons aged 35, 39,and 41, or either of them, shall so 
long live, at a ground-rent of £250 per annum—Sold for £1220, 

Leasehold messuage, being No. 17, Medway-street, Westminster ; 
let at £28 per annum; term, 27 years unexpired: ground-rent £6 
per annum—Sold for £195. 

Freehold, 4 messuages (2 with shops), being Nos. 57, 33, 4, and 5, 
Marsham-street, Westminster—Sold for £2220. 

Freehold messuage, being No. 8, King-street, Westminster; let on 
lease at £48 per annum—Sold for £1120. 

, Nov. 2.—By Messrs, Guasrer & Son. 

Leasehold business and residential premises, being Nos. 1¢ & 17, 
Northumberland-street, Strand ; term, 10 years unexpired ; ground 
rent, £12 per annum—Sold for £1,400. 





AT THE KING’S HEAD HOTEL, COVENTRY. 
Oct. 21.—By Mr. Marsa. 

Freehold farm, known as The Hill, situate in the parish of Nuneaton, 
Warwick, comprising a farmhouse, outbuildings, and 337a Ir 25p 
of arable, meadow, and pasture land—Sold for £13,500. 

Freehold farm, known as Rose Cot , Situate as above, comprisin 
a farmhouse, outbuildings, and 149a Or 22p of arable, meadow, an 
pasture land~Sold for £5700, 














Price Is, 6d. per No. plain, 2s, adhesive, 
N OTANDA for 1864. This day is published, 
“*Notanda,” No. 6, for 1864. Subscriptions paid in advance— 
12s. 6d., or 15s. adhesive. 

“ All who aim at being lawyers in reality as well as in name, have a 
direct personal interest in it.”’—Jurist. 

“We think it very likely that, when the usefulness of this little pub- 
lication becomes more generally known, it will be largely adopted by the 
profession.”—Solicitors’ Journal. 

** We recommend it heartily to the notice of both branches of the pro- 
fession, feeling assured that its general adoption would save them both 
time and labour,.”— Zaw Magazine. 

“ This is one of the most curious and useful publications of the day.”— 
Leguleian. 

T. F. A. Day, 13, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





Periodical Sale (estabiished 1843), appointed to take place the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur- 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 


year. : 
Me. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 
ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
first Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 
December 1 

In addition to the atove dates, Mr. Marsh also begs to announce that 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold, 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— 

Thursday, November 17 | Thursday, December 15 
Charlotte-row, Mansion- house, London, E.C. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. | ‘ 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the year 1864 will take place at the AUCTION 

MART, on the following days, viz.:— 

Friday, November 11 Friday, December 9 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 

auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 

aud printed cards of terms may be had. 


| ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly). 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

_4_ Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &¢.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISLER of 
the above, published on the ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month. 


TRELOAR’S 

Sh geecaatas UT MATTING and KAMPTULICON, 

J For Office Floors. 

Manufacturer’s Warehouse, 
10, LUDGATE-HILL. 
Sy SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free, 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


NLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
iN ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 























to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
£s. d. 42824 £0402 £8. 4G 
Table Forks, per doz...e.. 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto ....sseeee.. 1 0 Oandl 10 0 115 0 230 
Table Spoons .......eee052 110 Oand1 18 O 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto .....eeee00 1 0 Oand1 10 0 115 0 220 
Tea Spoons .....sseeeeee. 0 12 OandO 18 ee 1 10 


0 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
war.ed on receipt of 20 stamps. 


NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., l6s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s,; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 

r rail. 
= RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 

Opposite Somerset House. 
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Gquity and Law Life A sourance 





Society, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
CAPITAL—ONE “MILLION, F X, FULLY $i SUBSCRIBED. 





DIRECTORS. 
CuAtrMAN—GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Deputy-CoHatrmMan—JOHN MOXON CLABON, Esq., Solicitor (Fearon & Clabon). 


JOUN EDWARD ARMSTRONG, Esq., Barvister-at-Law, 

HENRY WM. BIRCH, Esq., Solicitor (Birch & Ingram). 

HENRY FOX BRISTOWE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

R. J. P. BROUGHTON, Esq., Solicitor (White, Broughton, & White). 
ANTHONY CLEASBY, Esq., Q.C. 

JOHN ELLIS CLOWE: 5, Esq., Solicitor (Clowes & Hickley). 
CHARLES J, DIMOND, Esq., Solicitor (Simpson & Dimond). 
SIMON DUNNING, Esq., Solicitor (Burder & Dunning). 

JOHN W. HAWKINS, Esq., Chief Clerk to the Master of the Rolls. 
WILLIAM E. HILLIARD, Esq., Gray’s Inn, 

N. HOLLINGSWORTH, Esq , Solicitor (Hollingsworth & Tyerman). 
THOMAS HUGHES, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 











JOHN ILIFFE, Esq., Solicitor (Cardate, Iliffe, & Russell). 

THOMAS GLOVER KENSIT, Esq., Clerk to Skinners’ Company. 
CHARLES HENRY MOORE, Esq., Soticitor, 7, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
EDMUND F. MOORE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

WILLIAM BENFORD NELSON, Esq., Solicitor (Park & W. B. Nelson). 
FREDERICK PEAKE, Esq., Solicitor (Barker, Bowker, & Peake). 
SIR ROBERT J. PHILLIMORE, Q.C., the Queen’s Advocate. 
GEORGE W. K. POTTER, Esq , Secondary of London. 

W. B. S. RACKHAM, Esq., Solicitor. 46, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
GEORGE ROBINS, Esq., Solicitor (Warry, Robins, & Burges). 
ALFRED H., SHADWELL, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery, 
RICHARD SMITH, Esq., Solicitor (Richd. & W. B. Smith). 


Solicitor.—GEORGE ROOPER, Esq., 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 





NINE-TENTHS of the Total Profits are divided among the Assured. 


Considerably more than one-tenth of the Profits is derived from Policies 


which do not participate in the Profits, so that THE ASSURED HAVE LARGER BONUSES THAN IF THEY FORMED A MUTUAL INSURANCE 
COMPANY, and received the whole: f the Profits derived from their own Policies. 

The last BONUS averaged about SIXTY PER CENT. on the Premiums paid, and TWO PER CENT, PER ANNUM on the sums assured. 

The EXPENSES of Management are less than FIVE PER CENT. on the Income. 


‘The PREMIUMS are calculated for every half-year of age. 


The Policies of this Society, in the hands of third parties, are not vitiated by Suicipe, or by the life assured proceeding beyond the limits allo wed. 

POTICES of ASSIGNMENT of Policies registered and acknowledged free of charge. Printed forms for such notices furnished when required, 

The usual Commission aliowed to Solicitors introducing Insurances, the Commissior. being continued to the person originally entitled to it, as long 
as the policy remains in force, through whatever channel the premium may be paid. 

LOANS granted on the Society’s Policies, on Reversions, Life Interests, and other approved security. 

The Annual Reports and full Statements of Account are regularly printed, and may be obtained on application. 





Rind x per CENT. ‘DEBENTURES. —The CREDIT 

FONCIER of MAURITIUS (Limited). Subscribed capital, 
£500,000. Paid-up capital, £100,000. Unpaid capital, £400,000. 

DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—Sir JOHN P. GRANT, K.C.B. 
Colonel Balfour, C.B. Lieut.-Col. F. A. V. Thurburn, 
George Hezry Money, Esq. Henry Young, Esq. 
George Palmer Robinson, Esq. George Clerihew. Esq. 
Richard Spooner, Esq. Robert G, Lancaster, Esq. 

The Crecit Foncier of Mauritius (Limited), duly authorised to borrow to 
the extent of the money invested on mortgage, is now prepared to issue 
debentures, with coupons attached, for terms to be agreed upon, in 
amounts from £20 upwards, at 6 per cent. per annum, payable half- 
yearly at the Altiance Bank, on the 15th of June and 15th of December. 

The security to debenture holders will be the whole of the assets of the 
Company, including the paid and uncalled capital, and its lien on the pro- 
perty mortgaged to the company. 

The state of the law of Mauritius, including the system of registration 
of mortgage and other claims upon land, is peculiarly conducive to the 
security of mortgagees. 

Applications for Debentures to be made to the Secretary of the Com- 
a4 , 17, Change-alley : to the Alliance Bank, 5, Lothbury ; or to Messrs, 

J. & A. Serim; geour, the brokers of the Company, 10, Old’ Broad street, 
London. WILLM. G. DICK, Secretary. 





|) seed ‘URES at 5, 5}, and 6 per CE NT.— 
3 CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Directors, 

Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. ; Patrick F. Robertson, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. | Robert Smith, Esq. 

Manager—C., J. Bratne, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three, 
and five years, at 5, 54, and & per Cent. respectively. 

They are also prey: mired to invest Moncy on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
Mauritius, cither with or without the guarantee of the Company, as may 
be arranged, 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company, 
No. 12, Leadenhall- street, London.—By order, 

JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary. 


PLQUTLABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
4 SOCIETY. Established 1835, Capital £500,000. 





DIRECTORS. 
Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau, | Chas, Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. Henry Pigeon, Esq. 


William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Roberts, Esq. 
Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots, Esq. 
Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq. ; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Son, 
Bankers —Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary —F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases and — loans upon reversionary property, 
Ijfe interests, and Jite policies of ¢ race, 
Forms of proposal may Le obtained at the office, 10, Lancaster: place, 
Stra:.d, W.C, JOUN CLAYTON, Joint 
FRANCIS S, CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 








T. B. SPRAGUE, Actuary and Seeretary. 


OLICITORS’ wal G ENE RAL LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY, 52, Chancery-lane, London, W.c. —Subscribed 
Capital, One Million. Four- fifths of the profits on the Participating 
Class divided quinquennial!y among the assured. Fourth division of 
profits in 1866. CHARLES JOUN GILL, See. 
ANTED, by the LIFE - INVESTMENT, 
MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIs- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge- street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 


HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, $.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1, Drainage, irrigation, and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing, 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farmiug 
purposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate 
share of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands 
improved. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
‘financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis 
sioners. 

For further information and for forms of application, apply to the Hon, 
WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, Westmin- 
ster, S.W. 








Upper. “Berkeley-: -street, close | to Portman: -seiu are.—C: pital professional 
Residence, held under Lord Portman for 59 years, at a ground rent, 
with immediate possession. x 
R. ROBINS is instructed to SELL by AUCTION, 

on the Premises, on THURSDAY next, NOVEMBER 10, at ONE 
for TWO (unless an acceptable offer be previously made by private con- 
tract), the GROUND LEASE of a most convenient TOWN RESIDENCE, 
for a family or professional man, situate in Upper Berkeley-street, opposite 
Montague-house, and adjoining Portman-square, recently repaired and 
embellished at a large outlay, having plate glass windows and other 
modern improvements. The accommodation comprises six bedchambers, 
two elegant drawing-rooms, dining room, library, and excellent offices. 
The lease is from Lord Portman for 59 years, at £25 a year. May be 
viewed by ecards only from Mr. Robins, betw the hours of 12 and 3. 
lars hi xd of JOSEPH ALDRIDGE, Esq., Solicitor, 27, Montagzue- 

an quare, W.C. 3 

»' Auction, Land, and Estate Agency Oulizes, 5, 







and at 


Waterloo ph Ace, Pall: mial!, SW. 
N.B.—The appropriate Furniture may be taken ata valuation, and a 
portion of the pyrchase-meney is to remain en mortgage, 





PELOSI 


Le ORIEL 








